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Also, a bill (H. R. 7716) granting an increase of. pension to 

Elias Rippee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7717) granting an increase of pension to 

William H. H. Rose; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7718) granting a pension to James IL 

Rowden; to the Committee on Invalid Pen ions. 
Also, a bill ( H. R. 7719) granting an increase of pension to 

Thomas J. Rowlett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, n. bill (H. R. 7720) granting a pension to Elizabeth 

Saunders; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill ( H. R. 7721) granting an increase of pension to 

G. S. Scott; to the Committee on Iavalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7722) granting a pension to Walter Skeen; 

to the Committee on In-ralid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7723) granting a pension to Henrietta C. 

Stanton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7724) granting a pension to Sophie 

Stephan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 772'3) granting an increase of pension to 

Josephine D. Steffins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7726) granting a pen ion to Tho·mas Stock

ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Al o, a bill ( H. R. 77Z7) grfi.llting an increase of pension to 

W. H. H. Stout; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7728) granting an increase of pension to 

Jerry W. Tallman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. n. 7729) granting a pension to Augustus 

Thompson; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7730) granting a pension to Lauson Thomp

son; to the Committee on Inyalid Pension . 
Also, a bill (II. R. 7731) granting a pension to Fred Trilsch; 

to the Committee on Pen ions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7732) granting a pension to Joseph Turn

bough; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7733) grunting an increase of pension to 

Eliza E. Tuttle; to the Committee on Im·alid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (ll. R. 7734) for the relief of John Upton; to the 

· Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (ll. R. 7735) granting an increase of pension to 

.Aaron Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Al o, a bill (H. R. 7738) granting an increase of pension to 

Mary Westerfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
.Al o, a bill (H. R. 7737) granting a pension to Samuel Whit

sett; to the Committee on Im·alid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (II. R. 7738) , granting a pension to Abner Wil

liams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7739) granting a pension to Nicholas J. 

Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7740) for the relief of Erhard Woener; to 

the Committee on Military Affair . 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7741) granting a p~nsion to W. Wool ey; 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. n. 7742) granting a pension to 

James .McGeehee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7743) granting a pension to i\Iary Mackey 

.Applegate; to the Committee on In ·alid Pension . 
Also a bill (H. R. 7744) granting a pension to William H. 

Strothkamp; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, n bill (H. R. 7745) granting an increase of pension to 

James Uzzle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. STEE~ERSON: A bill (H. R. 7746) granting an in

crease of pension to James .M. Howes; to the Committee on 
Jm·alid Pensions. 

By :\Ir. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 7747) grant-
1ng an increase of pension to 1Iary E. Paup; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pension . 

. A.iso, a bill (ll. R. 7748) for the relief of A. E. Wagstnff; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TA. v:m ... JNER: A bill (H. R. 7749) granting a pension 
to Andrew J. Leonard; to tb.e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (JI. R. 7750) granting a pension 
to Clam E. Brass; to the Committee on Inrnlid Pensions. 

PETITIOXS, ETC. 
Under cJause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. A.;. TDEilSOrT : Papers to accompany bill granting a 

pension to Thomas O'Heilly; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pen
sion to Victoria Capan; to the Committee.on Invalid Pensions. 

By "!\Ir. DA.LE: Petition of the . National Liquor League of 
the United States at Chicago, Ill., protesting against an appro
priation to pay the expenses of delegates to the Anti-Saloon 
Le3.gue coffrention at Milan~ Italy; to the Committee on Appro
priations. 

Also, petition of the Association of German Authors of Amer
ica, ~rotesting against a duty on books printed in foreign 
languages; to the Committee on Wars and Means. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of the St. Louis Branch of the H::iil
't\·ay Mail A~ciation, favoring admission in time of peace of 
railway postal clerks in the service of the United States to the 
Army and Navy Hospital ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the United Commercial Travelers of Amer
ica at Carthage, Mo., favoring 1-cent letter postage; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Hoads. 

Also, petition of the National Liquor League of the United 
States at Chicago, Ill., and the Missouri State Liquor Dealers' 
A.ssociation, protesting again t th~ payment of the expenses of 
Anti-Saloon League delegate to their convention at Milan, 
Italy; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By )fr. GR.AJIA,.U of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Association 
of German Authors of America, protesting against the duty on 
books in foreign languages; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Association 
of German Authors of Ame11ca, protesting again t the pro
posed import tax on books printed in a ianguage other than 
English; to the Committee on Ways and l\leans. 

1 By l\fr. LEWIS of Pennsylvania: Papers to accompany bill 
granting a pension to Sarah A. Hamersly; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Ur. MANN: Petitions of sundry citizens of Chicago, pro
testing against a tax: on books printed in foreign lall'7uages ; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Papers to accompany bill grunting an in
crea e of pension to Harvey Smith; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pen
sion to Jones Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REILLY of Connecticut: Petition of Housatonic Val
ley Pomona Grange, No. 10, South Kent, Conn., fn.vo1ing tlle 
administration :p-Oliey in re0 ard to an enlarged parcel post j to 
the Committee on the Post Office and PoNt Roads . 

By Mr. SA.BATH: Petition of the Association of German 
Authors of America, New York, N. Y., protesting a"ainst the 
proposed imr>ort tax on books printed in a Iangunge other than 
English; to the Committee on Ways a·nd l\lean . 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of the Association of German .Au
thors of America, protesting against a duty on book printed in 
foreign languages; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the German-American Alliance of 1\lidd1esex 
Branch, N. J., protesting against a duty on books published in 
forehm languages; to the Committee on Ways and Me1rns. 

By l\lr. STEPHENS of California : Petition of the Los An
geles Chamber of Commerce. of Los Angeles, Cal., favoring a 
strong Na y for the United States; to the Committee on Naval 
Affair . 

By Mr. WILLIS : Petition of the Association of German Au
thors of America, protesting against a duty on books printed in 
foreign languages; to the Oommitte on Way and Means. 

By l\Ir. WILSON of Xew York: Petition of the Association 
of German Authors of America, protesting against tbe proposed 
duty on books printed iu foreign languages; to the Committee 
on Ways and ~leans. 

By )Ir. YOUNG of North Dakota : Petition of the North 
Dakota State Retail Jewelers' Association, favoring the passage 
of legislation respecting the sale of watches; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

SENATE . 
SATOIID.AY, August ~3, 1913. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prnyer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

PETITIO~S AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I present a resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of Texas relative to the marketing of farm product . 
I ask that the resolution may be printed in the RECORD and 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The.re being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Fot·estry n.nd ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
Whereas there are thousand of dollars lost to the !o.rmer of Texas 

every year through inadequate marketing facilities and imperfect 
knowledge in regn.rd to the same; and 

"'bcreas eyery farmers' organization in Texas has declared in favor or 
State and Federal aid to better marketing conditions; and 

Whereas this legislature in the present session hn.s appropriated $15,000 
to be used in gathering and distributing information • in regaru to 
more efficient methods of marketing farm crops : Therefore be it 
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Resolccd by tlle House of Representatii:es of the Legislature of Te11X1s , 
Tha.t our Representatives and Senator in Congress be urged to gw e the 
subJect of marketing farI)l products, and especially those of a perishable 
natgre, their most earnest consideration to the end that some method 
may be devised to prevent the enormous waste that now annually takes 
f~;f~e~etween the producer and consumer of farm products ; and be it 

Resol!:cd, That a copy of this resolution, properly indorsed, be sent 
by the chief clerk of the house to each of the Texas Representatives and 
Senators in Congress as well as to the Secretary of Agriculture. 

I hereby certify that the above resolution was unanimously adopted. 
W . R. Lo"NG, 

Oltief Olerk House of Representatives. 

:Mr. TOWNSEND presented a memorial from sundry students 
in summer session at the University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, 
Mich., remonstrating against the imposition of a duty on books 
of all kinds imported into the United States, which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. OLIVER presented petitions signed by sundry citizens of 
the State of Pennsylrnnia, praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution granting the right of suffrage to 
women, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LEA presented a petition signed by sundry citizens of the 
State of Tennessee, praying for the adoption of an amendment 
to the Constitution granting the right of suffrage to women; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 

consent, the second time, and referred as follows : 
By 1\lr. MYERS : 
A bill (S. 3023) relating to the duties of registers of United 

States land offices and the publication in newspapers of official 
land-office notices; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. JONES: 
A bill ( S. 3024) waiving the age limit for the appointment as 

assistant paymaster in the United States Navy in the case of 
Chief Commi sary Steward Stamford Chapman, United States 
NaYy; to the Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

By 1\lr. CRAWFORD : 
A bill (S. 3025) granting a pension to Roland J. Patrick 

(with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
AME1'<-UMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. JONES. I submit an amendment to the tariff bill rela
ti rn to the provision for . an inheritance tax. I ask that the 
amendment may lie on the table and be printed and that it also 
may be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the amendment was ordered to lie 
on the table and to be printed and also to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows : 
Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. JoxEs to the bill (H. R. 

H321) to reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue for the Govern
ment, and for other purposes, viz : Add a new section, as follows : 
SEC. -. That a tax shall be, and is hereby, imposed upon the transfer 

of any property, real or personal , or of any intere t therein or income 
therefrom, in trust or otherwise, to persons or corporations, within the 
United States 01· any of its possessions (except the Philippine Islands). 
in the following cases : 

First. When the transfer is by will or by the intestate laws of any 
State or Territory or of the United States from any person dying seized 
or po ses. ed of the property while a resident of the nited States or 
any of its possessions (except the Philippine Islands) . 

Second. When the transfer is by will or intestate law of property 
within the United States or any of its possessions (except the Philip
pine Islands), and the decedent was a nonresident of the United States 
or any of its possessions at the time of his death. 

Third. Whenever the property of a resident decedent, or the property 
of a nonresident decedent within the nited States or any of its pos
sessions (except the Phillppine Islands), trans ferred by will, is not 
specifically bequeathed or devised, such property shall, for the purpose 
of this section, be deemed to be transferred proportionately to, and 
divided pro rata among, all the general legatees and devisees named in 
mid decedent's will, including all transfers under a residuary clause of 
such will. 

Fourth. When the transfer is of property made by a resident, or by 
a nonresident when such nonresident's property is within the United 
, tates or any of its possessions (except the Philippine Islands) by 
deed, grnnt, bargain, sale, or gift made in contemplation of the death of 
the grantor, vendor, or donor or intended to take effect in possession 
or enjoyment at or after such death. 

Fifth. When any such person or corporation becomes beneficially en
titled, in possession or expectancy, to any property or the income thereof 
by any such transfer, whether made before or after the passage of this 
act. 

Sixth. Whenever any pe1· on or corporation shall exercise a power of 
appointment derived from any disposition of property made either before 
or after the passage of this act, such appointment when made shall be 
deemed a transfer taxable under the provisions of this act in the same 
manner as though the property to which such appointment r elates be
longed ab~ olutely to the donee of such power and had been bequeathed 
or devised by such donee by will ; and whenever any person or corpora
tion possessing i:mch power of appointment so derived shall omit or 
fail to exercise the same within the time provided therefor, in whole or 
in part, a transfer taxable under the provisions of this act shall be 
deemed to take place to the extent of such omission or failure, in the 
same manner as though the persons or corporations thereby becoming 
entitled to the possession or enjoyment of the property to which such 
power related had succeeded thereto l>y a will of the donee of the power 
failing to exercise such power, taking ell'ect at the time of such omission 
or failure. , 

Seventh. The tax Imposed hereby shall be except as otherwise pre
scribed In paragraph 2 of this section, as foilows : 

~~ such property, real or personal, or any interest therein so trnns
ferred , is of the value of less than $5,000, at the rat e of 1 per cen t 
upon the clear i;riarke! value of such property ; if of the value of . ::>.000 
and not exceedmg $00,000, at the rate of 2 per· cent upon the clea 1· 
m

9
arket value of such property ; if exceeding SG0,000 and not ex ceeding 

$-50,000 .. at the_rate of 5 per cent upon the clear market value thereof ; 
if exceedrng 2a0,000 and not exceeding 750,000, at the rate of 10 
per cent upon the clear market value thereof· if exceedina ' 750 000 
and not exceeding $1,500,000, at the rate of 15 'per cent upon the c'lear 
market value thereof; if exceeding $1,500,000 and not exceediug 
$3,000,~0~, at thi; rate of 20 per cent upon the clear market value 
thereof, if exceed~g 3,000,000 and not exceeding 7,000,000 in valu{'. 
at the. rate of 2o 8er cent upon the clear market value thereof; if 
~xceedmg $7,000,00 and not exceeding $15,000,000 in value. at the 
rate of 40 per cent u8on the clear market value thereof; and if of the 
value of over $15,00 ,000, at the rate of 50 per cent upon the clear 
market value thereof. 

PAR. 2. That when property, real or personal , or any beneficial 
interest therein, of the value of less than $95 000 passes by any such 
transfer to or for the -use of any father moth'er husband wife child 
brother, sister, wifi;, or widow of a son 'or the htl band of a dau.,.hter'. 
or any child or c~ldren adopted as such in conformity with the laws 
of any State, 'l;'erritory, or of the United States-in which such person 
shall at the time of such transfer res ide-of the decedent grantm· 
donor, or vendor, or to any child to whom any such decedent, grantor'. 
donor, or vendor, for not less than 10 years prio1· to such transfer stood 
in the mutually. acknowledged relation of a parent: P r ovided, how ever, 
That such relationship began at or before the child's fi f teenth birthday 
and was continuous for said 10 years thereafter: And vmv ided also, 
That. except in the case of a stepchild, the parents of such child shall 
be deceased when such relationship commenced. or to any lineal 
des~endant of such decedent, gr::mtor, donor, or vendor born in lawful 
wealock, such transfer of property shall not be taxable under this sec
tion; if real or personal property,., or any beneficial interest therein so 
transferred is of the value of $:.::5,000 and not exceeding $50,0oo'. it 
shall be taxable under this section at the rate of 1 per cent upon the 
clear !Ilarlrnt value of such property; if exceeding 50,000 and not 
exceedrng $250,000. it shall be taxable under this section at the rnte of 
2 12er cent upon the clear. market value .of such property; if exceeding 
$200,000 and not exceedmg $500,000, it shall be taxable under th is 
section at the rate of 3 per cent upon the clear mar·ket value of Ruch 
property ; if exceeding $500,000 and not exceeding 1,000,000, it shall 
be taxable under this section at the rate of 4 per cent upon the cleat· 
market value of such property ; if exceeding $1,00~1000 and not exceed
ing $5,000,000, it shall be taxable under this secuon at the rate of 7 
per cent upon the clear market value of such property ; if exceeding 
::;5,000,000 and not exceeding $10,000,000, it shall be taxable under this 
section at the rate of 15 per cent upon the clear market value of such 
property; if · exceeding 10,000,000~ and not exceeding $20,000,000. it 
shall be taxable under this section at the rate of 25 per cent upon the 
clear market value of such property; ·if exceeding -.;20,000,000 and not 
exceedinl? 30,000,000, it shall be taxable under this section at the 
rate of 35 per cent upon the clear market value of such property; and if 
exceeding $30,000,000. it shall be taxable under this section at the rate 
of 50 per cent upon the clear market value of such property. But any 
property devised or bequeathed to any purely educational. charitabl e, 
missionary, benevolent, hospital, or infi rmary corporation, including 
corporations organized exclusively for Bible or tract purposes, shall be 
exempted from and not subject to the provisions of this section. There 
shall also be exempted from and not subject to the provisions of this 
section personal property. other than money or securities. bequeathed 
to a corporation or association organized exclusively for the moral ot• 
mental improvement of men or women, or for scientific, literary, library. 
patriotic, cemetery. or historical purposes. or for the enforcement of 
laws relating to children or animals, or for two or more of such pur
poses, and used exclusively for carrying out one or more of such pur
poses. But no such corporation or association shall be entitled to such 
exemption if any officer. member, or employee thereof shall receive or 
may be lawfully entitled to receive any pecuniary profit from the opera
tions thereof except reasonable compensation for services in effectin~ 
one or more of such pm·poses or as proper beneficiaries of its strictly 
charitable purposes; or if the organization thereof for any such 
avowed purpose be a guise or pretense for directly or indirectly making 
any other pecuniary profit for such corporation or association or for 
any of its members or employ~es; or if it be not Ln good faith organ
ized or conducted exclusively for one or more of such purposes. 

PAn. 3. That if such tax is paid within six months from tbe accrual 
thereof a discount of 5 per cent shall be allowed and deducted there
from. If such tax is not paid within 18 montbs from the accrual 
thereof, interest shall be charged and collected thereon at the rate of 
10 per cent per annum from the time the tax accrued, unless by reason 
of claims made upon the estate, necessary litigation, or other unavoid
able cause of delay such tax can not he determined and paid as herein 
provided, in which case interest at the rate of 6 per cent per annum 
shall be charged upon such tax from the accrual thereof until the cause 
01' such delay is removed, after which 10 per cent shall be charged. 

PAR. 4 . 1.'bat the tax or duty aforesaid shall be due and payable in 
two years after the death of the testator. and shall be a lien and 
charge upon the property of every person who may dJe as aforesaid for 
20 years or until the same shall, within that period, be full7 paid to 
and discharged by the United States; and every executor, admmistrator, 
or trustee having in charge or trust any legacy or distributive share as 
aforesaid shall give notice thereof, in writing, to the collector or deputy 
collector of the district where the deceased grantor or bargainer las't 
resided within 30 days after he shall have taken charge of such trn~t. 
and every executor, administrator, or trustee, before payment and dis
trilrntion to the legatees or any parties entitled to beneficial interest 
1.l'en •in, shall pay to the collector or deputy collector of the district of 
which the deceased person was a resident, or in which the property 
was located in case of nonresidents, the amount of the duty or tax 
as essed upon such legacy or distributive share, and shall also make 
and render to the said collector or deputy collector a schedule. iist, or 
statement, in duplicate, of the amount of such legacy or di tributivc 
share, together with the amount of duty which bas accrued or shall 
accrue thereon, verified by bis oath or affirmation. to be administered 
and certified thereon by some mairish·ate or officer having lawful power 
to administer such oaths in such form and manner as may be prescribed 
by the Commi sioner of Internal Revenue. which schedule, Ii t, or state
ment shall contain the names of each and every person entitl ed to any 
beneficial interest therein. togethe1· with the clear value of such inter
est, the duplicate of which schedu le. list, 01· statement shall be by him 
immediately delivered and the tax t her eon paid to such collector ; and 
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upon such payment and delivery of such schedule, list, or statement said 
collector or deputy collector shall grant to such pe.,rson paying such duty 
or tax a receipt or receipts for the same in duplicate, which shall be 
prepared as hereinafter provided. Such receipt or receipts, duly 
signed and delivered by such collector or deputy collector, shall be 
sufficient evidence to entitle such executor, administrator, or trustee to 
be credited and allowed such payment by every tribunal which by the 
Jaws of any State or Territory is or may be empowered to decide upon 
and settle the accounts of executors and administrators. And in case 
such executor, administrator, or trustee shall refuse or neglect to pay 
the aforesaid duty or tax to the collector or deputy collector as afore
said within the time hereinbefore provided, or shall neglect or refuse 
to deliver to said collector or deputy collector the duplicate of the 
schedule, list, or statement of such legacies, property, or personal estate, 
under oath as aforesaid, or shall nei?lect or refuse to deliver the 
schedule, list, or statement of such legacies, property, or personal estate, 
under oath as aforesaid, or shall deliver to said c-Ollector or deputy col
lector a false schedule or statement of such legacie~1 .property, or per
sona.I estate, or give the names and relationship of roe persons entitled 
to beneficial interests therein untruly or sliall not truly and correctly 
set forth and state therein the clear value of such beneficial interests 
or where no administration upon such property or personal estate shall 
have been granted or allowed under exist'..ng laws, the collector or 
deputy colleeror shall make out such lfats and valuation as in other 
cases of neglect or refusal and shall assess the duty thereon, and the 
collector shall commence appropriate proceedings before any court of the 
United States, in the name of the United States, against such person or 
persons as may have the actual or constructive custody or possession 
of such property or personal estate, or any part there·of, and shall 
subject such property or personal estate, or any portion of the same, to 
be sold upon the judgment or decree of such court, and from the pro
ceeds of such sale the amount of such tax or duty, together with all 
costs and expenses of every description to be allowed by such court, 
shall be first paid, and the balance, if any, deposited according to the 
order of such court, to be paid under its direction to such person or 
persons as shall establish title to the same. The deed or deeds or any 
proper conveyance of such property or personal estate, or any portion 
thereof, so sold under such judgment or decree executed by the officer 
lawfully charged with earrying the same into effect shall vest in the 
pUl'chaser thereof all the title of the delinquent to the property or 
personal estate sold under and by virtue of such judgment or decree, 
and sh.all release every other portion of such property or personal estate 
from the lien or charge thereon created by this section. And every 
person who shall have in his possession, charge, or custody any record, 
file, or paper containing, or supposed to contain, any information con
cerning such property or personal estate, as aforesaid, passing from 
any person who may die as aforesaid, shall exhibit the same at the 
request of the col1ector or deputy collector of the district and to any 
law officer of the United States in the performance of his duty under 
this section., his deputy or agent, who may desire to examine the same. 
And if any such person having in his possession, charge. or custody any 
such reco1·ds, files, or paper shall refuse or n{lglect to exhibit the same 
on request, as aforesaid, he shall forfeit and pay the sum of $500 : 
Provided, That in all legs.I controversies where such deed or title shall 
be the subject of judicial investigation, the recital In said deed shall be 
prima facie evidence of its truth and that the requirements of the law 
have been complied with by the officers of the Government : And pro
vided further, That in case of willful neglect, refusal, or false state
ment by such executor, administrator, or trustee, as aforesaid, he shall 
be liable to a pena.lty of not exceeding $1,000, to be recovered with 
costs of suit. Any tax paid under the provisions of this section shall 
be deducted from the particular leg:icy or distributive share on account 
of which the same is charged. 

PAR. 5. That from and after the passage of this aet the Secretary 
o.f the Treasury, upon the recommendation of the Commissioner of Inter
nal Revenue, is authorized to appoint a competent person, at an annual 
salary of $5,000, whose special duty it shall be to conduct such investi
gations as may be necessary to secure the efficient enforcement of the 
tax imposed upon legacies and distributive shares of personal property 
by this section, and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may also 
from time to time assign one or more special agents to aid in such 
investigations. 

PAR. 6. That in all States having a local inheritance-tax law the 
amount of such local inheritance tax shall be deducted from the normal 
amount to be collected under the provisions of this section. 

Mr. BRA.:NDEGEE submitted five amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties 
and to provide revenue for the Government. and fo1· other pur
poses, which were referred to the Committee on Finance and 
ordered to be printed. 

PANAMA CAN.AL EQUIPMENT. 

.Mr. POTh"DEXTER submitted the following resolution (S 
Res. 169), which was read: 

Resolved, That the Isthmian Canal Commission be1 and they are 
hereby, directed to transmit to the Senate information showing as 
nearly as may be practicable the amount, character, and value of 
construction machinery, equipment. and material which wlll be avail
able on the completion of the Panama Canal and which it would be 
possible to transfer to Alaska for use in railroad and dock construc
tion and coal mining. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I ask unanimous consent for the con
sideration of the resolution. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I shall not object, provided it does not leacl 
to debate. If the Senator will withdraw it in that event I will 
not make :m objection. 

Ur. POil\"TIEXTER. I do not think it will lead to any 
debate. 

The VICE PilESIDBNT. The Senator from Washington 
rusks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
resolution. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let it be read again. 
The Secretary again read the resolution. 

1\fr. BRANDEGEJE. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Washington if the execution of this request would involve a:ny 
expense~ 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I can not imagine what expense would 
be involved in it. They have a large, well-organized clerical 
force, and undoubtedly they have this information already in 
hand. I imagine that the transmission of the information to 
the Senate would not involve any expense. 

Mr. BRANDEGEliJ. The transmission, of course, would not 
involve anything but putting a frank on an envelope and 
mailing it, if they haye the information. I assume it will in
volve going over the whole equipment on the canal in order 
to ascertain what could be dispensed with and what is neces
sary, and in that there is something in the nature of an in
vestigation. I would rather have it, if the Senator would not 
object, provided if it can be done without expense or some . 
limited expense. I am willing to ham the resolution passed, 
if the Senator prefers it, as it is. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I would prefer it the way it is. I do 
not think it will involrn any expense for the reason that those 
in charge of the construction of the canal undoubtedly ham 
this information in their possession. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I think the resolution ought to distin
guish between the entire amount of machinery and equipment 
which is now upon the canal and the amount which could be 
dispensed with and moved to Alaska. As I heard it read, it 
mad.a no such distinction, but asked for a statement of the 
entire amount there available and which could be transported 
to Alaska. The whole of it could be transported to Alaska or 
any other place if we want to spend enough money to get it 
there. I suppose the idea is to find out what possibly could be 
taken to Alaska that may not be needed to be retained upon 
the canal. · 

Mr. POINDEXTER. The resolution asks for the amount and 
character that would be available at the finishing of the canal. 

.l\fr. BRANDEGEE. The whole of it would be available, 
would it not? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. That is what we are inquiring. I 
imagine that they have a large amount of machinery and 
equipment which would not be useful or available for the con
struction of docks or railroads in Alaska. The very language 
of the resolution necessarily discriminates between such as 
would be useful and available for the purposes mentioned and 
that which would not be. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I see the Senator's point. I do not ob
ject to the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. 

THE TARIFF. 

The VICE PRESIDE}..1T. The morning business is closed. 
.Mi·. SIMMONS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 

proceed to the consideration of House bill 3321. 
There being no objection. the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill ( H. R. 3321) to 
reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue for the Govern
ment, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SIJ.\IMONS. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
LEA]. 

NATIONAL CONSERVATION EXPOSITION AT KNOXVILLE, TENN. 

Mr. LEA. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid~ 
eration of the bill (S. 2065) to provide for participation by the 
Government of the United States in the National Conservation 
Exposition to be held at Knoxville, Tenn., in the fall of 1913 . 
A. similar measure carrying a larger appropriation than this 
was passed at the last session. 

Mr. SHil!ONS. I shall not object, provided it does not lead 
to deb.ate and if the Senator will withdraw it in that case. 

Mr. LEA. I Will withdraw it if it leads to debate. 
Mr. CATRON. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 

quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the rolL 
The Secretary called the 1·011, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Ashurst Colt 
Bacon Crawford 
Bankhead Cummins 
Brady Fall 
Brandegee Fletcher 
Bristow Gallinger 
Bryan G ronna 
Catron Hughes 
Chamberlain James 
Chilton Johnson 
Clapp Jones 
Clark, 'W'yo. Kenyon 
Clarke, ATk. Kern 

La Follette 
Lane 
Lea 
Lewis 
Lippitt 
Lodge 
McCumber 
McLean 
Martin, Va. 
Martine, N. J. 
Myers 
Nelson 
Norris 

O'Gorman 
Oliver 
Overman 
Owen 
Page 
Perkins 
Pittman 
Poindexter 
Pomerene 
Reed 
Robinson 
S:rnli;bury 
Shafroth 
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Sheppard Smith Ga. Swanson 
Sherman Smith, S. C. Thomas 
Shlelds Smoot Thompson 
Shively Sterlin"' Tillman 
Simmons Stone Towm,cnd 
Smith, Ariz. Sutherland Vardaman 

"Walsh 
Warren 
Weeks 

. Mr. JAMES. l\Iy colleague [l\Ir. BRADLEY] is pre•ented from 
attendance here by reason of illness. He has a general pair 
with the Senator from Indiana [~Ir. KERN]. I will allow this 
announcement to stanu for the day. 

Mr. SHEPP ARD. l\Iy colleague [Mr. Cu-LBER ON] is neces
sarily absent and is pa irecl with tlie Senator from Delarrnre 
[l\Ir. nu PoNT]. This announcement may stand for the dny. 

The VICE PRESIDE""" "T. Se•enty-three Senators haye an
swered to the roll call. There is a quorum present. The 
Senator from Tennessee asks unanimous consent for the present 
.consideration of Senate bill 206:>. 

There being no object ion, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate 
$50,000 to enable the Go•ernment of the- United State and it· 
experiment stations to cooperate with and make an exhibit at 
the Ka tional Conser-ration Exposition illush·utiYe of the func
tions of the Government and the experiment stations ancl their 
~ducational value in connection with the de-velopment and wi e 
use of the natural resomces of the United States, especially 
the advancement of scientific agriculture and the increase of 
productiY"ity of the soil through improYed cultiYation and crop 
s~lection and the prevention of avoidable wastes; the rec1amu
tion of wet and dry lands by drainage and irrigation, respec
tively; the more economical development !llld utilization of min
eral wealth; the judicious use of and pre-rention of needless 
destruction in woodlands for maintaining timber supply and 
protecting headwater of streams; the de,·elopment and utiliza
tion of water power; the use an<l improYement of inland water
way·; the preservation of fish and game; the preservation and 
protection of life in connection with indu.strial operations; and 
the economic investigations and operations of the Governmf'.nt 
with reference to mines and miuing, geoiogy, topographic and 
other surveys, public roads, rural-life irnpro\·ement, education 
child welfare, and public health and sanitation. ' 

A United State~ Go•ernment board of managers is authorized. 
to be nppointed, to be charged with tl1e selection, purchase 
preparation, transportation, arra!lgement, . afe-keeping. ex:hibi~ 
tion, and return of such articles and materials as the heads of 
the .,e...-eral departments, respecti-rely. decide slmll be embraced 
~n the Government exhibit herein authorized. 'Ihe President of 
the United States may also designate additional articles of 
peculiar intere t for exhibition in connection with tlle said GoY
ernment exhibit. Said Go•ernment board of managers shall be 
composed of three per ons now in the employ of the Government 
and hall be appointed by the President, one of whom shall be 
gesignated by the President as chairman of the said board and 
one as secretary and disbursing officer. The members of !:::aid 
GoYernment board, with other officers and employees of the Gov
ernment who may be detailed -to assist them, including officers 
of the Army and Navy, shall receiV'e no compensation in addi
tion to their regular rnlaries, but they shall be allowed their 
actual and necessary traseling expenses, together with a per 
diem in lieu of subsistence, to be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, while necessarily absent from their homes en(l'a(l'ed 
upon the business of the board. Officers of the Army and N~vy 
shall recei•e said allowance in lieu of the subsistence and mile
age now allowed by law; and the Secretary of War and the 
Secretary of the Navy may, in their discretion, detail retired 
Army or Nayy officers for uch duty. Any pro...-isions of law 
which may prohibit the detail of per on in the employ of the 
United States to other senice than that '\\'hich they cu tomarily 
perform shall riot apply to p0 rsons deta iled for dutv in con
nection with said National Conservation Exposition. Emp1oyees 
of the board not otherwise employed by the Go...-ernment shall 
be entitled to such compensation as the board may determine, 
and such employee may be selected and appointed by said 
board. The disbur ing officer shall girn bond in such sum as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may determine for the faithful 
performance of his duties, said bond to be approved by said 
Secretary. The Secretary of the Treasnry shall adYance to said 
offi~er from time to time, under such regulations as he may pre
scribe, a sum of money from the appropriation for the Gov
e~·nment exhibit her~in authorized. not exceeding at any one 

1 tune the i1enalty of his bond. to enable him to pay the expenses 
of Qaid. exhibit as authorized by the United States Government 
bon nl llereiu crea tefl. 

l\fr. SMOOT. I merely . ish to ask one question of the Sen
ator from Tenne s e. I notice the report says: 

This comrnittrP. having conducted a heurin"' of tbe officers of the 
-a lio !J~I Con ~rrntion Exposition and others, is ot the opinion that the 
expo~ 1 ti on should b:i. ve the approTal of the United States. 

I s.uppose the Senator does not understand that the approval 
of this exposition by.. the United St;ites places any re ponsibility 
on. th.e GO'reri:iment of the United. States further than the appro
pria bon pronded for. 

Mr. L~A. None in the world; and the bill so provides . 
The bill was reported. to the Senate without amendment or

dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tlme, 
and pa sed. 

THE TARIFF. 

. The ~enate, as i? Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
SH.le1~at10n of tl1e bill (H. n.. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and to 
pronde re...-enue for the Gorernment, and for other purposes. 

U!. LIPPITT. ~1r. Pre ident, I should like to have the at
tention of the Sena tor fr<?m North Carolina (l\Ir. SIMMONS] for 
a. morn.e:it. I n th~ course of my remarks yesterday in connec
tion ~itn the sulJJect of the bounty paid by Australia the Sen
a.tor from ~orth ~arolina had paragraph E of the administra
tl•e part ?~ the bill read into my remarks, he claiming that the 
countenailmg duty that is provided for in that paragraph could 
be med. to counteract the payment of the bounty on tops from 
Au tral111 . I ba...-e since giYen that subject a little more careful 
examination than I had the opportunity to do when it was :first 
proposed, and if the Senator will read that paragraph he will 
~e that the Secretary of the Trea "ury is only authorized to act 
m case the bounty is paid upon the exportation of any article. 
If the bounty is paid by the Go...-ernment of Australia for the 
manufact.ur~ of th~ article, and applies alike to the article, 
whether it is used rn Australia or whether it is exported as I 
read the paragraph it would not be effective. ' 
~ow, I do no~ know exactly in what" form that bounty is 

paid. The only rnfor~ation that I had about it was what has 
appeare.d in . the daily press. I think it i probable that the 
bounty IS paid by the Government of Au tralia upon tops manu
factured. In such case the situation would be as I described it. 
If, ho\'\-eYe~, it ~s or;Iy paid in case the tops are exported, which 
I cnn not Imagme IS the case, then the position of the Senator 
from • rorth Carolina would be correct. 

I have brought up the subject for two reasons: One as to 
its effect upon the woolgro_wer in this country and the other 
to st.ow the great efforts which some countrie make to en
courage the very · things which I tl1ink nre bein,.. discourn"'ed 
under the policy which i being imnigurated bere. I simply 
wanted to bring to the attention of the Senate the ituation as 
I understand it. 

1\Ir. Sii\IMO~S. l\Ir. President, my recollection is that be
fore I asked to ha.ye the paragraph incorporated in the Sena
tor's remarks, nfter stating tlle substance of it, I had asked 
the Senator from Rhode Island whether he referred to an ex
port duty, and whether that eA'1JOrt duty '\\'as in the nature of a 
bounty or otherwise. Of course, this country wonld have no 
concern about a bounty paid by :i foreign goyernment npou 
productions in that country unless that bounty was in the na
ture of a burden upon tlle expor ts to this country. If the 
bounty paid is in the nature of an export duty, or if it is a 
bounty confined to exports. then, under this paragraph, the 
amount of that bounty '\\'Ould be added to the duty fixed in tllis 
bill upon tops or upon any other dutiable article. 

Mr. LIPPITT. The way the Senator from North Carolinn. 
describes it and the way I bm·e described it I think are the 
same. We t1nderstanc1 the ituation alike. 

The YICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 
the rending of the bill. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance wa in 

paragraph 295, page 87. line 20, before the words "per cent," 
to strike out "15" and in ert "5," so as to make tlle paragraph 
read: 

29G. Combed wool or tops and i·ovin~ or roping made whollv or in 
part of wool 01· camel's hair, nnd on other wool and hair which have 
been advanced in any manner or by any proce s of manufacture be
yond the washed or scoured condition, not specially provided for in 
this section, 5 per cent ad valorem. 

l\lr. W ATIIl.EN. l\Ir. President, I desire to ask the Senator 
in charge of this schedule of the bill if he will not allow that 
paragraph to be passed o-rer for the pre ent? I ha-re at my 
office some figures '\\'hich I wish to present a little later in the 
day. 

Mr. STONE. Very wen; let the paragraph be passed O\er. 
The YICE PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed orer. 
The reading of the bill was re utlled. 
The next amendment of the Committe~ on Financ..e was. in 

paragraph 29G, page 87, line 21, before tlie words "per cent" 
to strik out "20" and insert "15," so a to make the pur~
graph read: 
vafa9r~·m:arns made wholly 01· in chief value of wool, 13 per cent ad 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the committee 

amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SHEPP A.RD. Mr. President, on yesterday during the 

debate it was intimated that an alleged flood of foreign goods 
came into this country after the enactment of the Wilson tariff 
law. One would think that the lowering of the tariff rate by 
that law led to a great increase in importations. I wish to call 
attention to the exact figures. · 

Under the McKinley tariff law, which was enacted in 1890, 
the largest amount of importations free of duty was in 189.2, 
and their total amount was $458,000,000 in round numbers. 
At no time during the operation of the Wilson tariff law did the 
imports free of duty reach that amount. 

Mr. W ARRIDN. Does the Senator from Texas mean $458,-
000,000 or 458,000,000 pounds? 

Ur. SHEPPARD. The value of the goods imported-free of 
duty in 1802 under the McKinley law was $458,000,000 in round 
numbers. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator means of all imports? 
Mr. SHEPPARD. Yes; of all imports admit ted free of duty. 

I will give the imports subject to duty in a moment. 
The highest value of imports free of duty was reached in 

1892 under the McKinley law and was $458,000,000, in round 
numbers. The amounts free of duty under the Wilson law were 
as follows, in round numbers: In 1894, $378,000,000; in 1895, 
$376,000,000; in 1896, $368,000,000; and in 1897, $381,000,000. 

The amount of dutiable imports under the McKinley law 
reached the hlghest value in 1891, and that value was $466,000,-
000, in round numbers. At no time during the operation of the 
iWilson law did the imports of goods subject to duty reach that 
amount or auything like it. 

The amount of imports subject to duty under the Wilson 
law were, in round numbers, in 1894, $257,000,000; in 1895, 
$354,000,000; in. 1896, $390,000,000; and in 1897, $407,000,000. 

I think these figures will speak for themselves. 
. l\fr. WARREN. l\Ir. President, my attention was called away 
when paragraph 296, · the short paragraph, was read, and I 
think that ought to go over with the paragraph relative to yarns 
or tops. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, the Senator from Wyoming asks 
that paragraph 296 be passed over with the preceding para
graph. I understand he wishes that paragraph passed over only 
tern porarily. 

Mr. WARREN. Only temporarily, so far as I am concerned. 
I want to make a very few remarks, and I have some figures 
that are at my office which I should like to girn a little later 
in the day. 

Mr. STONE. As I understand the Senator, it will not delay 
us in going on with the rest of the schedule? 

.Mr. WARREN. I am speaking only on my own account. I 
merely wish to delay the consideration of the paragraph a 
short time. 

1\Ir. SMOOT. l\:Ir. President, I did not understand what ob
ject the Senator from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD] had in quoting the 
figures of importations under the McKinley law. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. It was intimated in the Chamber on yes
terday that the lower rates of the Wilson law had caused a 
fiood f foreign goods to enter this country; that they had 
caused an increase in the importations. 

Mr. SMOOT. All that was said yesterday, as I remember, 
was that the Wilson law caused a flood of woolen goods and 
wastes to come into this country, and that is the absolute truth. 
More woolen goods and more wool waste entered the United 
States under the Wilson law than at any former time in our 
history for the same length of time. The Senator from Texas 
is quoting the amount of importations of all goods that were 
upon the free list. Why, Mr. President, under the present law 
the goods coming into this country free have, I suppose, reached 
the largest proportion under any law since a tariff bill was first 
enacted. 

Mr. SHEPP ARD. I also gave the value of goods imported 
subject to duty. 
' Mr. SMOOT. Certainly, Mr. President; and under the pres

ent law 51 per cent and a fraction of all the goods imported 
into this country come in free. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I understand that, but I say I also gave 
the value of the goods that came into this country subject to a 
duty under the Wilson law, and they were smaller in volume 
than the importations under the McKinley law subject to a duty. 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly, Mr. President; because people at 
that time did not have the purchasing power that they pr e
viously had; and not only that--

Mr. SHEPPARD. Did they have it as to woolen goods? 
Mr . . STONE. Mr. President, I appeal to both Senators to 

know if they do not think that tllis debate has at least a very 

remote connection with the matter tllat we now h:n·e imrne<li
ately before the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. No, Mr. President, it has an immediate con
nection with it. 

Mr. STONE. I think that we ought to go on and make a 
little progress. 

Mr. SMOOT. Another thing I want to say to the Senator 
from Missouri is that I do not think that he ought to be im
patient, because I have said very little upon this schedule so 
far. The Senator from Texas m·ade a statement to refute a 
statement made yeste.rday, and that statement--

Mr. STONE. I admit that the Senator from Texas has 
started the ball rolling, but I hope the Senator from Utah will 
not keep pushing it along. 

l\fr. JAMES. Mr. President, in view of the fact that the 
Senator from Utah has made but three speeches of three hours 
each on this matter, I think he ought to be permitted to proceed. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am -very thankful to the Seuator from Ken
tucky for suggesting such a thing. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President--. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yie~d 

to the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. SMOOT. I do. 
Mi:. SHEPPARD. I want to say that I am not disturbed in 

the slightest by the statement of the Senator from Missouri 
[l\lr. STONE] to the effect that Senators are trying to tnke up 
time. I have taken up less time than almost any other Sen
ator; and if I have anything to say, I propose to say it, regard
less of any insinuations that may be offered he-re. I had a 
contribution which I thought was worthy of being ma.de in this 
debate, and so I made it, as I propose to make any other, if I 
think it worthy. It is a matter of indifference to me what Sen
ators may think about it. 

Mr. SMOOT. All I wa.nt to do is to keep the record straight, 
and I would have been through long, long before this time if 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. STONE] had not interrupted. 

I simply desire to say, l\fr. President, that the statement made 
yesterday was that under the Wilson law there was a flood 
of importations into this country of wastes and of woolen goods; 
and I say tbat that is absolutely the truth ancl that the figures 
of the Treasury Department will so prove. 

l\fr. HUGHES. Mr. President, does the Senator claim that 
the Senator from· Pennsylvania [l\Ir. PENROSE] did not on yes
terday give the impression ' that under the operation of the 
Wilson law there was a general paralysis of industries in this 
country, and that practically all the manufacturing business of 
this country was turned over to foreign manufacturers? Did 
he not m:;ike a direct statement of that character in the course 
of his speech? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not know whether i t was a direct state
ment, but I assume that that is what he said ancl what he 
meant; and so far as the woolen business is concerned it is true. 

Mr. HUGHES. In the absence of the Senator from Pennsyl
vania I do not like to attempt to quote him. I can only say-

Mr. SMOOT. I think he was referring particularly to the 
woolen industry. 

Mr. HUGHES. The impression made upon me was that he 
was referring to the condition of every industry in this country 
at that period. 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. l\Ir. President, he was speaking on the· woolen 
schedule; he was referring to woolen goods; and he spoke of 
the woolen business. The Senator must remember that several 
Senators referred to the immense increase in the importation 
of wastes and woolen goods during the 3 years and 8 months of 
the operation of the Wil son law over any period in tl;le history 
of the United States. The importation of such goods during 
the 3 years and 8 months of the operation of the Wilson law 
was nearly twenty times more than for the 13 years since that 
time. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Was that -due to the smaller purchasing 
power of the people and to panicky conditions? 

Mr. SMOOT. No matter how hard times may be. people must 
have clothing; the law compels them to wear clothes; and. of 
course, it all of our clothing manufactures are Yirtually para
lyzed the people have to get goods from some other part of the 
world. · 

Mr. SHEPPARD. But when I showed that all im1::.ortations 
subject to duty came in under the Wilson law in less amount 
than under the McKinley law the Senator says it was due to the 
fact that the purchasing power of the people had been dimin
ished. If the purchasing power was diminished as to all other 
goods, why was it not diminished also as to woolen goods? It 
makes no difference whether or not the statement of the Senator 
f rom Pennsylvania was true as to woolen goods, the fact nmrnins 
that the enactment of the Wilson law · did not on the whole 
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cause a great increase of importations and a flood of foreign 
goods into this country. 

l\fr. Sl\100T. If the Senator would only study this question 
and find out what the American production was dm·ing those 
years, wh!l.t the foreign importations were, and add them to
gether, he would find that the purchasing power of the people 
was restricted. 

l\Ir. SHEPP ARD. Why did they buy so much more woolen 
goods, then? 

l\fr. ~OOT. They did not buy more woolen goods. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. The Senator has just said that they 

bought more. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. Ob, they bought more foreign woolen goods, 

but they did not buy nearly as many American-made goods. 
The production in this country fell off immensely. 

l\Ir. SHEPP ARD. Where are your figures? 
l\Ir. SMOOT. I can give them to the very pound, if the Sen

ator desires. 
I rose simply to correct a statement made here in relation to 

the wool~n-goods industry in this country, and: I shall let it 
rest at that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand that by 
agreement concurrence in the committee amendment to para
graph 296 is to be set aside? 

l\Ir. JAMES. I understood the Senator from Wyqming [Mr. 
:WARREN] to request that the paragraph be passed over. 

The VIOE PRESIDENT. The paragraph goes over; but the 
Chair wants to have the record straight, and desires to know 
whether, by agreement, concurrence in the committee amend
ment to that paragraph is to be set aside? 

Mr. THOMAS. I will inquire of the Senator from Wyoming 
what is his understanding? 

l\Ir. WARREN. l\Ir. President, there need not be any mis
understanding. Paragraph 296 depends very much on the 
paragraph which precedes it. If any change should be made in 
paragraph 295, it would involve a change in paragraph 296. 
Of course, I mny say that Senators on the other side ought not 
to get frightened, fearing immediate changes. I myself am not 
fearing that any change will be made; but I should like to sub
mit some reasons why there should, in justice, be a change. 

Mr. TH01\1AS. Perhaps the Senator did not understand the 
inquiry of the Chair. We are not frightened at all up to this 
time. 

l\fr. WARREN. I wns not certain that the amendment had 
been adopted, my attention being diverted at the time. 

l\Ir. THOMAS. We are quite willing that the paragraph shall 
go over as though the amendment had not been acted upon 
at all. 

Mr. WARREN. I understood that the two paragraphs were 
to be passed over for the present, to be taken up later. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. But the inquiry of the Chair is as 
to whether the paragraphs being passed over concurrence in the 
committee amendment in paragraph 296 is to be set aside, or 
whether the action on that amendment is to stand and then the 
paragraph go over? 

Mr. WARREN. The paragraph ought to go over, but I do 
not care to make any motion to reconsider the amendment, al
though much depends on the preceding paragraph. I think the 
Senator from Missouri understood that they were both to lie 
over together. When we return to them, they can be taken up 
in whate•er eondition they may .then be in. 

Mr. STONE. I understood the Senator to say that his atten
tion was diverted when the committee amendment in paragraph 
296 was agreed to, without debate or any suggestion in regard to 
it, and he immediately stated that he would like to have pa'ra
graph 296 passed over, along with the preceding paragraph, 
and that both should be taken up together. ·I will state that I 
have no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then, the Chair understands that 
the paragraph goes oTer as though the amendment were not 
agreed to? 

1\Ir. STONE. Ob, well, it is immaterial. 
:Mr. WARREN. It does not make any difference either way. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 297, page 87, line 26, after the words " ad yalorem," 
to insert " cloths if made in chief value of cattle hair or horse 
hair, not specially provided for in this section, 25 per cent ad 
vaforem; stockings, hose and half hose, made on knitting ma
chines or frames, composed wholly or in chief value of wool, 
not specially provided for in this section, 20 per cent ad va
lorem; stockings, hose and half hose, selvedged, fashioned, nar
rowed, or shaped wholly or in part by knitting machines or 
frames, or knit by hand, including such as are commercially 
known as seamless stockings, hose and half hose, and clocked 

·sto~king~, hose and half hose, all of the above, compo ed whol:t.y 
or m chi~f ·rn}ue of ,..-ool, if valued at not more than $1.20 per 
dozen pairs, oO per cent ad valorem; if valued at more than 
$1.2<J per dozen pairs, 50 per cent ad valorem · press cloth com
posed of camel's hair, 10 per cent ad valore~," so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

297. Ciot~s .. knit fabrics, felts not woven, and all manufactures of 
every description made. by any process wholly or in cblef value of 
wool, not speci~lly provided for in this section, 35 per cent ad valorem; 
cloths if made rn chief value of cattle hair or horse ha.Ir not specially 
provided for in this section] 25 per cent ad valorem • stockings hose 
and hal~ hose, made on knh:ting machines or frames, composed wholl 
or in chief value of wooJ not specially provided for in this section, 2b 
per cent ad valorem ; stockings, hose and half hose, selvedged, fashioned, 
narrowed, or shaped wholly or in part by knitting machines or frames 
or kn.it by hand, including such as are commercially known as seamless 
stockmgs, hose a.nd half hose, and clocked stockings,· hose and half 
hose, all of the above, compo ed wholly or in chief value of wool If 
valued at not more than 1.20 per dozen pairs, 30 per cent nd valorem; 
Ii valued at more than $1.20 P.er dozen pairs 50 per cent ad valorem • 
press cloth composed of camels hair, 10 per 'cent ad valorem. ' 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I wish to call attention to the 
fact that in the case of a particular kind of cloth called 
casket cloth, owing to the way it is made up abroad, the effect 
of the use of the words "wholly or in chief value of wool" 
will be to throw it into the cotton schedule with 15 per cent 
duty. · 

I shnll not undertake to argue the case at any length but I 
desire to print a statement that relates to it. ' 

The VIOE PRESIDENT. In the absence o! objection that 
order will be made. ' 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
. NEPONSET WOOLEN MILLS, 

Canton Junction, MaBa., May .. 9, 1913. 
Senator IIEXRY CABOT LoDGE, 

Wasliinotoa, D. 0. 
DEAR Srn: I own a woolen mill at Canton Junction, Mass., making 

cloth (sometimes called "faced unions") for covering caskets and 
coffins. 

I have just djscovered that I shall be put out of business on account 
of the wording of the new tariff blll in Schedule K, paragraph 27!), 
" Cloths, knit fabrics, felts not woven, and all manufactures ot every 
description made, by any process, wholly or In chief value or wool not 
especially provided for in this section, 35 per cent ad valorem." The 
particular phrase in this paragraph is, "wholly or in chief value of 
wool." These words throw 70 per cent of my production into Schedule 
I, paragraph 257. This leaves a protection of 12i per cent on account 
of being a dyed fabric-total protection, HS per cent. 

Our particular fabric-known under the name of casket cloth-can 
not be used for any purpose other than the covering of coffins, the 
machinery to produce it being brought over from England, the duty for 
it being a dyed fabric-total protection, 15 per cent. · 

The cloth ls made with a cotton warp and a low woolen yarn for 
filling, the latter having a varying percentage of cotton waste. It 1s 
also necessary to add a proportion of new cotton to help the spin
ning. 

The cost of labor ls very Wgh, owing to the great amount of work 
essential to obtain a finished appearance equal to tho highest grade of 
imported broadcloths. The foreign manufacturers are past masters 
at this kind of work and get an appearance even better than ours. 
They are also expert manipulators, and wUJ be able to have the chief 
value cotton and have their goods passed under the cotton schedule. 

Most manufacturers are able to push their sales and help out on an 
increased production, thereby reducing the manufacturing cost. I can 
not ask people to die and thus increase my sales, and my machinery 
ts not adapted to the manufacture of other lines of cloth. and prices 
are cut low. I am obliged to sell goods 2 yards wide at 37 cents per 
yard, and 70 per· cent of my business ls at this price. 

I respectfully ask tbat, under the special conditions and high cost 
of production, you will give me the woolen protection, either by chan~-

~~t~~enEfii<feal~nlf~~;1~{od t~re ~0g1:ge~~~~J-tif~e that will put.fo.sket 
Yours, very truly, JNO. W. WRIGHT. 

Mr. SMOOT. l\fr. President, just a word in connection with 
that item. What the Senator from Massachusetts has said is 
well taken. The casket cloths are composed mostly of cotton, 
mixed with the finest kind of wool 2nd wool waste. 

Mr. LODGE. Low-grade woolen yarns. 
l\fr. SMOOT. Yes. The reason of that is that they are not 

designed to stand wear, but they have to be hig:p.Iy finished face 
goods. 

l\fr. LODGE. · They have to be finished like broadcloth. 
Mr. SMOOT. Yes. While there is considerable wool in it, it 

is mostly on the face. This cloth will fall in the cotton schedule, 
as the Senator says. 

Mr. LODGE. I will add that it requires special machinery, 
which has to be imported. 

Mr. SMOOT. They are very highly finished goods, and a 
great deal of labor is required to face-finish them. 

Mr. LODGE. That is true. 
I also wish to call attention to the fact that the effect of this 

amendment, as I understand it, will be to give to the heavy; 
stockings a measure of protection, but just the reverse in the 
case of the light stockings. I think the Senator from Connect
icut [Mr. McLEAN] has figures which show that. 

Mr. McLEAN. What paragraph is the Senator referring to'l 
Mr. LODGE. I am speaking now of the amendment in para

graph 297, page 88, dealing with the question o! stockings. I 
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say that I think the Senator has :figures there to show that for 
the heavy stockings some protection is given, but with the same 
kind of stockings of light weight the reyerse is true. 

Mr. McLEAN. I think the same principle applies to hose that 
applies to knitted underwear. It was my purpose to call the 
attention of the Committee on Finance to the same lack of logic 
in the rate on knitted wear in paragraph 300. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well; then I will let it go until that 
paragraph is reached. 

The VICE PRESIDE~TT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
l\Ir. STONE. l\Ir. President, I desire to say at this point that 

it is probable that a little later· an .amendment will be offered 
to this paragraph, following the amendment just agreed to, with 
a view to covering woolen gloYes as woolen hose are coyered in 
this paragraph. That amendment is not proposed now, howeyer. 
I am merely stating that the probability is that it will be 
offered. 

l\Ir. Sl\IOOT. That would take them out of paragraph 300, 
in which they now fall? 

l\Ir. LODGE. Yes. 
l\Ir. l\fcLEAN. The same principle is inYOl\ecl in paragraph 

300. 
l\1r. LODGE. The amendment suggested by the Senator from 

hli souri would take out the articles for which tbc Senator from 
Connecticut has the figures and put them in here, where I sup
pose they belong, because it is the combination of dozens and 
weight that makes the difficulty. 

l\lr. l\IcLEA.N. Do I understand from the Senator from Mis
souri that the committee will consider that the same pri~ciple 
is inYolYed in paragraph 300? 

l\Ir. STO:NE. Yes. As I understand, woolen gloyes would 
fall under tlle 35 per cent duty proyided in paragraph 300. If 
they should be classified specially in paragraph 297, with a defi
nite rate applying to them, of course it would take them out of 
paragraph 300. since they would be specially provided for. 

l\Ir . .McLEAN. I simply wish to call the attention of the 
Senator to tlle fact that the same principle applies equally to 
the kuitted underwear, the lighter wejghts receiving no pro
tection at all under the fl.at rate of 35 per cent ad Yalorem. 

i\lr. STONE. That is another question. I was merely advis
ing the Senate that a particular amendment probably would be 
proposed. Of course we can take it up when we reach it. 

l\1r. McLEAN. If the Senator says he will take under con
sideration all the products inrnlved in that section, I ham noth
ing more to say. Otherwise, I should like to call the attention 
of the committee to the matter. 

1\fr. STONE. I do not know what the Senator means by tak
ing them under consideration. The committee has had them 
under consideration. 

l\Ir. 1\IcLEAN. I will explain to the Senator what I mean. 
Perhaps I muy as well do it now as later. 

Mr. STO:NE. Does the Senator wish to address himself now 
to par::igraph ~00? 

::.\Ir. McLEAN. Paragraph 300; yes. 
~Ir. S'!ONE. Why not wait until we get to it? 
Mr. l\IcLEAN. Very well. 
The reading of the bill -was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 298, p:ige , line 16, after . the word "Blankets," to 
insert " not speci::illy provided for in this section," so as to read: 

208. Blankets not specially provided for in this section, and flannels, 
composed wholly or in chief value of wool, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in paragraph 298, page 88, line 18, 

after the words " ad Yalorem," to strike out "flannels composed 
wholly or in chief value of wool, valued at aboye 50 cents per 
pound, 35 per cent ad valorem." 

l\Ir. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena
tor in charge of this part of the bill the reason for striking out 
the end of that paragraph, which, in effect, gives flannels valued 
at o-rer 50 cents per pound 25 per cent duty, whereas similar 
woolen goods are given 35 per cent duty. In the Tery next 
paragraph women's and children's dress goods are given a duty 
of 35 per cent and woolen cloths generally are given a duty of 
35 per cent. 

l\Iany of these flannels costing over GO cents a pound are 
exactly similar to the women's dress goods, except that they 
have been napped a little; and in many cases the napping is so 
slight that it is almost impossible to qetermine whether the 
piece of goods is a flannel or otherwise. It seems to me, with
out meaning to question iri any way the thoroughness of the 
committee's research, that they scarcely could haye been thor
oughly posted in all the great yariety of fabrics that will be 

affected by this change, and that will be put upon an entirely 
different footing from other similar goods. 

I have here a number of samples that are Yery interesting ns 
illustrating that point; and I really should like to knpw just 
what the committee had in mind when they made the change. 

l\Ir. STONE. The committee had this in mind: Flannels are 
in uniYersal use as articles of comfort and necessity, and be
cause they are articles necessary to comfort we felt that a duty 
of 25 per cent ad Yalorem was a sufficient duty to be levied upon 
them. We h::rye put on the free list blankets valued at less than 
40 cents a pound, and we felt that as a revenue duty this was 
sufficient. 

I have not considered the matter at all from a protective 
point of view as far as I am concerned. So far as my poor 
labor goes, I have not been engaged in making a protectiye 
tariff, but a revenue tariff, as I understand. But even from the 
protectiYe standpoint, I should · say that the duty left here is 
adequate. 

l\lr. LIPPITT. The Senator in his remarks speaks of these 
goods as though they partook of the nature of blankets. I think 
if he will glance even for a second at the fabrics I have here 
he will see--

hlr. STONE. l\Ir. President, I will say to the Senator that 
I suppose we did not haye those exact samples before us, but 
we had numerous samples of like kind. 

l\Ir. LIPPI~.r. Certainly the Senator does not think there is 
any relation between a blanket and th::it yery delicate and fine 
piece of dress goods [exhibiting Eample]. 

l\fr. STONE. Oh, I do not think blankets are made of that 
flannel; but I think those flannels . keep people warm in the 
winter when they are going about, as blankets keep them warm 
in the winter when they are in bed. 

l\Ir. LIPPITT. That is entirely true of eyery piece of cloth 
in the entire schedule. What I am trying to point out to the 
Senator is that under this bill whereas he puts -on one piece of 
cloth that keeps people warm, men's wear goods, a duty of 35 
per cent, and he puts on another piece of cloth that keeps 
women warm, women's dress goods, in the very next paragraph, 
a duty of 35 per cent, in the case of all these exactly similar 
pieces of ~oods, which, if they had not happened to be put 
through a napping machine for the purpose of giving them n 
rough face, would also pay a duty of 35 per cent, because that 
additional labor has been put upon them, he puts a duty of 
only 2!3 per cent upon them, and gives as a reason th.at the 
revenue is not needed; but he does not say why if it is not 
needed in one case it is needed in the other exactly comparative 
case. Now he speaks about these things as though they were 
blankets. 

Mr. STONE. No; I did not. The Senator is too much ac
customed to saying offensiye things of that kind. 
· 1\Ir. LIPPITT. l\Ir. President, the Senator from Missouri is 
not entirely free from the charge of saying offensive things. 
I Jmye a Yery distinct recollection of a case vecy recently when 
he went out of his way to say them. I wish to say that if stat
ing the facts hurts the Senator's sensitive feelings, I can not 
help it. I should think he would be sensitive. 

l\lr. STONE. The Senator always proYokes tbe retorts to 
which he now· objects. If he would behave himself, perhaps 
he would not have so much occasion to be chastised. 

l\Ir. LIPPITT. I will not go into the relative habits of the 
Sena tor from Missouri and myself. 

We were discussing the question of whether the Senator did 
or did not use an expre sion· from which it could be fairly in
ferred that he had blankets in mind. I may have misunder
stood him. I can only say that that was the inference which 
I drew from it. 

Of course, I know the Senator has at his back the votes 
necessary to make this change, but I felt that I could not let 
the matter go by without pointing out the relative injustice of 
it. I am not talking about whether he is making a protective 
tariff or what kind of a tariff it is; but at all events, whatever 
principle it is made upon, it ought to be a consistent tariff. 
What I have particularly in mind, which I think _is perfectly 
evident to anybody who will examine these fabrics, is that, so 
far as that particular amendment goes, it is not consistent. 

Mr. STONE. l\fr. President, let us have a vote. 
l\fr. SIMMONS. l\fr. President, I wish to say that, in my 

judgment, it is absolutely consistent. Of course, if we were 
making a tariff for protection, then the rule of consistency 
would be different from the rule of consistency when you are 
making a tariff for revenue on the one hand, and on the other 
hand, a ta1iff to relieve the people from unnecessary burdens 
upon the essential things of life. 

Mr. President, there are no two articles manufactured in this 
country that are so essential to t-ile comfort and the health of 
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people as blankets and flannels. The Senator has very well 
said the blanket is to keep people warm at night. There is 
absolutely no substitute for it. The flannel is essential to keep 
people warm during the day. In making this tariff we consid
ered that fact. 

It was not necessary that we should make the tariff upon 
blankets and flannels identical with the tariff upon ready-made 
clothing. There is nothing in the theory of a tariff for revenue 
which requires that sort of consistency. We considered in the 
qne. tion of consistency the question of revenue and the question 
of the necessity of the people. 

If you consider it from the standpoint of consistency, apply
ing the protection theory, I notice here that the average ad 
-rulorem duty imposed by the present law upon ready-made 
clothing is somewhat higher than that imposed upon blankets. 

I discover that in 1910 the average was 81.33 per cent on 
ready-made clothing and in 1912 79.56 per cent on· ready-made 
clothing, while the tariff upon blankets in 1912 was only 72.69 
per cent. But that, I say, is unimportant from our standpoint. 

If the Senator will look at the revenue derived from these two 
articles under the present law he will see another reason why 
we saw fit to make a heavier reduction in the duty on blankets 
than in the duty on ready-made clothing. As I said, they are 
very nearly the same under the present law, though a little 
higher, about 7 points higher, on ready-made clothing than on 
blankets. If the Senator will examine the bracket under the 
head of blankets he will discover that last year under the pres
ent rate of duty there was imported into this country only 
$52,000 worth of blankets, and the revenue received by the Gov
ernment was only $37,000. It was a prohibitive duty in effect. 
He will discover in the next bracket, under the head of :flannels, 
that the amount of importations last year was only $128,000 
worth, and the Government realized only $120,000 in revenue. 
If he will examine the bracket with reference to ready-made 
clothing, howe'"er, he will disco¥er that last year under the 
duties now imposed the importations amounted to '$2,191,000 
and the re>enue received was $1,742,000. 

Therefore, from the revenue standpoint, we 'did not see the 
same necessity for a heavy cut in the duty on clothing that we 
saw in the duty on blankets, because the one was prohibitive 
and the other was not; the one yielded considerable revenue 
and the other practically none. We have so adjusted these 
duties that they will in our judgment produce revenue to the 
Government, as well as give the people of this country two of 
the prime nece saries of health, comfort, and happiness at n 
cheaper rate. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I am very glad to know the reasons why in 
the Senator's mind the duty was changed upon blankets. But 
the Senator perhaps misunderstands the situation I have pre
sented. I have not said a single word about the duty upon 
blankets. 

Ur. SIMMONS. I spoke of blankets and flannels, and I 
understood the Senator to be speaking about the paragraph on 
blankets and flannels. They are both in the same paragraph 
and at the same rate of duty. 

Mr. LIPPITT. What I have been trying to call to the 
Senator's attention was that a large number of the flannel 
fabrics that cost more than 50 cents a pound have no relation 
to blankets at all. If my inference from the Senator's remarks 
was correct that he was speaking of flannels used as underwear, 
then those fabrics have no relation to :flannels of that kind. 
They are neither blankets for keeping people warm at night 
nor underwear for keeping them "warm in the daytime. They 
are dress goods, outside garments, exactly the same as are de
scribed. in the next paragraph as women's and children's dress 
goods, except that they have been put through a napping 
machine and hirrn n little different face. 

So far as I understand howezer, the Senator is not inter
ested in the protecti rn features of the bill and he is discussing 
tit from n. revenue stanllp<>int. But if that fabric had not been 
put through a uappiug m:tchine it would have been no more nor 
less apt to be importecl U nn though it had been, and the re'\"enue 
from it would e a duty of 35 per cent. But when the duty 
is 35 per cent in oae ca e and 25 per cent in the other, mani
festly we wi11 not get the same revenue from the fabric as 
though it pn.id the 35 per cent of all its sister fabrics. 

I do not care to continue the discussion further. I think I 
ha'\"e expressed--

Mr. SIMMONS. Neither do I. Let us nave a vote. 
Mr. LIPPITT. I think I have explained the situation. I 

will say .that from the protective standpoint it is one that is of 
great interest to several of the mills in my section of the coun
t ry. They do not understand why this one particular fabric 
that iu all the considerations of this bill up to the time it came 
here have been put upon a parity with other fa brics of the 
same kind should be singled out in :th1s instance. I f elt IDY.-

self that it was due probably to some little misunderstanding. 
of the character of goods that were affected. and I can not say 
that my mind has been entirely disabused. of that idea from 
the explanations which have been given about it. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, if I understood the Senntor 
from North Carolina, he was making a comparison between the 
item in paragraphs 297 and 298 and 300. He had reference to 
ready-made clothing. The thing that struck me a inconsistent 
in the comparison between paragraphs 298 and 299 was in the 
one case the duty is 25 per cent evidently upon the same kind 
of cloth. 

Mr. SIUl\fONS. I am speaking of paragraph 300 and para
graph 298. I did not mention paragraph 299. The :figures I 
quoted--

Mr. TOWNSEND. I know the Senator did not, and that is 
why I thought the Senators were not discu ing the same item. 

In the one case the duty is 25 per cent and in the other CTI 
it is 35 per cent. I am not familiar enou"'h with it to see why 
there should be that difference on practically the same clu of 
goods. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not understand the Senator. Doe be 
say the rate in paragraph 299 is different from that in para
graph 300? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. No; I am not talkin~ about paragraph 300 
at all. I am talking about paragraphs 298 and 299. 

Mr. LODGE. As I under. tand it, the flannels in the Portion 
stricken out by the committee will be made from dress good in 
the main. 

Mr. LIPPITT. That is the way I understand it. They repre
sent some of the finest and most delicate of the products of tha 
woolen industry. 

Mr. LODGE. Exactly; and those dress goods ar put at 35 
per cent ad valorem, and this particular kind of flannel is put at 
25 per cent. 

Mr. LIPPITT. This particular kind of dress goods is put at 
25 per cent. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator certainly understands that para
graph 298 has reference only to the material and paragraph 299 
to made-up goods. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Certainly not. · 
Mr. LODGE. Paragraph 299 is not made-up goods. 
Mr. LIPPITT. Paragraph 299 applies to these yery fabrics, 

unless they have been napped. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I beg pardon. 
l\Ir. LODGE. But the point is that clress goods of a certain 

ldnd are put 10 per cent lower than dress goods of another kind. 
The House had it arranged properly, so far as the classification 
goes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment was, in paragraph 300, page 89, line 6, 

after the word" wool," to insert "or of wool and india rubber,"· 
so as to make the paragraph read : 

soq. 91othing, r.eady-made, and articles of wearing apparel of every, 
description, includmg shawls whether knitted or woven, and knitted arti
cles of every description made up or manufactured wholly or in part, 
and not specially provided for in this section, composed wholly or 41 
chief value of wool, or of wool and India rubber, 35 per cent nd valorem .. 

l\!r. LODGE. Before the amendment is disposed of I wish 
to call attention to one item that is included in it under the 
the term " articles of wearing apparel of every description."· 
Under that clause what are known as wool hats under the 
previous law have a duty of 44 cents a pound and 09 per cent 
ad valorem, making an equivalent ad valorem of 82 per cent. 
That has been cut down from 82 to 35. Under that 82 44 per 
cent. which was the equivalent, in the year 1912 there were 
87,675 pounds imported as against 9.616 pounds in 1907, the 
importation rising very rapidly under the present duty. The 
work is largely handwork. We have to compete with longer 
hours abroad, child labor, and also with the difficulty of the 
short season. This reduction is destructive to this industry, 
which is carried on by small concerns. 'I'here are no large 
concerns in it. They are all smnll concerns, and they have had 
a very hard struggle under the present ru te. 

I merely desire to call attention to this particular injury, 
as there are some small factories of that kind in my State, and 
to ask that a fuller statement, which I hold in my hand, maY. 
be printed with what I have just said in regard to it. 

The VIOE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, that will 
be done. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
NEW YORK, May 11, 1!JJ.3. 

Hon. HENRY CABOT LODGE. 
United, States Senate, Washinuton, D. C. 

DEAn Sr~: We desire to record our ·protest against paragraph 300 ot 
Schedule K of the proposed new tarjff act-wbicb replaces paragrapll 
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382 of the present schedu1~-thc effect of which is to reduce the tarlfr 
duty on wool hats and ool-hat bodies. finished or partly so, from a. 
specific duty of 44 cents a pound and 60 per cent ad valorem to a fiat 
ad valorem dut.:l' or ~r; per cent. 

I will ask to have this statement put in the REconn in order 
; that the committee may take notice of it if they desire to do so. 

Under the present tariff, which was equivalent in the fiscal year- !012 
to 82.44 per ce.nt ad valot·em (Re.port of Department of Commerce and 
Labor. No. 15, p. 61), the number of wool hats entered for consumption 
during the year ending .Tune 30. 1912. more than trebled the number 
entet·ed for consumption dul'ing the previous fiscal year. . 

'l'he following statement of importations is taken from the reports ' 
on commerce and navigation and the Department of ·commerce and 
L'1bor. showing tlJe following importations of wool hats from 1907 up 
to and including the fiscal year 1912 : 

1907. ····················································-····· 
19 . ······ ··-·· ·- ···· ····-············ ······ .. · ··· ··-··· ··· ·- -
1909 .••••.•••••.••••••••••• -· ••• •••• ~·· •..•...•..•••.•......•.. 
IlJlO .••••••••••.•••••••••••••••• ..: ••.. • •• ••.. _ ••••••••.•....•..• 
1911. •. .••....••••• •..... ...•• ••..... •. .... ........ .•....... ... 
1912 . •• ··- ••••••••••••••••••••• ••• -· .. ··-· •••.••• . -·. -· · ....•. 

9,616 
32,592. 
28,92a 
19,557 
19,530 
87,575 

$15,900 
51,363. 
49,439 
33,305 
41~ 145 

171,923 

The foreign manufactllrer, by reason_ of his cheaper labor, notwith· 
standing the present duty. is able to compete in this market with the 
product of our own mills. 

'l'hc specific duty off 44. cents a pound on th~ wool hats imported' 
during the fiscal year ending Jane 30, 1912, was equivalent t-0 22A4 
per cent ad valorcm. (Report of Department of Commerce and Labor.) 

The free-wool provision of the pending ta.riff act would offset this 
equi•alent and justify a reduction of the tarifl:' on wool hats to a 60 
per cent ad valorem basis, out it is proposed, without any eorre.sponding 
o.ll'set or equivalent. to cut this duty to 35 per cent ad valorem. 

The industry can not sm·vive the reduction. 
AQprox1mately 41 per cent of the factory cost of the ty,Pical woo! 

hat lB made up of direct a.nd indirect labor cost. The. division of fac
tory costs is approximately as follows : 

Per cent. 
Wool ----------------------------------------------- 30 
Trimmings {band and sweat)--------------------------- 29 
Direct labor --------------------------------- 26 
Indh-ect labor:, including p.acking, boxing, casing, a.nd other factory 

costs______ ________________________________________ 15 
The work upon the· wool hut is largely handwork. Mueh o! the rough 

labor of hat making abroad is performed by women and is of a char
acter which compels them to work in steam and dm~t and wet, which 
would not be toleratea in this colllltry. 

The hours of labor in Ital:r1 Germany, and England in the hat indus
try are very much lonler wan in this countny, and. child: labor is 
~~erl~le:r~ :N;1~ct;J~Y in taly, where the larg~st wool factories in the 

In the States in this country in which hat factories are situated 16 
years is the allowed age, with marry other limitations as to age and 
sex and hours of labor. 

Tbe whole "mode of' living and surroundings of the people cmnlo ed 
in exactly similar work in this country is vastly superior to that ·which 
prevails abroad. 

oder existing conditions the American manufacturer has been con
fin~d to the American market. whereas the foreign manufactm:er has 
freely competed in tbe markets ot the world. 

Climatic conditions in this country make a very short seas<>n for the 
wle of wool hats, with the consequence that to maintain a plant and 
organization on any ba is, it has been necessary and iB the custom to 
accumulate between seasons a considerable stock in process of rrumu
facture, hat bodies partl.v finished, left only to be modeled or blocked 
or finished and trimmed to meet the requirements of a succeeding 
season. 

It would impo e an unreasonable hardship and injustice upon manu
factul'ers to have the ta.rift' law go into immediate effect without an 
opportunity to dispose of this surplus accmnulatlon and to readjust 
factot·y operations to the new ta.riff condition3. 

The wool-llnt industry in this country is conducted by individuals, 
firn.·s. or corporations, none of whom have been formed by con olidation 
or merger with any other concerns heretofore existing. Such corpora
tions as exist are either family affairs or coILcerru; organized by local 
subscriptions in towns where they are located. The competition is genu
ine and keen. 

We. urge. therefore, that vou will use your best efforts to obtain the 
modification of paragraph 365 to provide for the 50 per cent rtd· valorem 
duty, and that m any event in good faith and fair treatment to Ameri
can manufacturers the time in which the new tariff is to talrn ctrect 
shall allow at least a period of sir months for clearances and read
justment. 

Yours, very truly, El'IIMONS Br.os. Co .. 
hl. EM1..rnxs, Pl"esicle>it. 

.Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President, the senior Senator from Mis
souri [Mr. STONE} is absent, and if the chairman of the com
mittee will kindly give me his attention I will endeavor to ex
plain to him what is considered by the knit-goods mannfactm·ers 
to be a great injustice in ·this 35 per cent ad valorem duty upon 
knitted underwear. I have here a comparative statement of th~ 
cost in this country and in France and England with regard to 
knitted underwear. Perhaps I can best explain the point by 
reading to the Sena.tor a comparison of the cost and the effe~ 
of a flat duty with regard to the cost per dozen. In France on. 
say, style 100, size 40, '\\eight 4 pounds per dozen, cost $4 per 
dozen, the duty would be $1.40, which would make the total cost 
of the :igbt-weight underwear $5.45 abroad. In this country the 
cost is $7.24 per dozen. When you .come to the heavy weights, 
taking 11 pounds per dozen, the foreign cost would be $17.13, the 
duty $5.99, making the total cost $23.12. The American cost is 
$20.22. Here you will see that thei'e is an adequate protection. 
Bot no consideration whatever is paid to the fact tlrnt the labor 
co t in the construction of both the light and heayy weights is 
practicaJJy the same. Consequently the ad valorern flat rate of 
35 per cent upon light weight furnishes no protection at all. 

The matter referred to- is as foll-Ows : 
Com'l)arative costs under proposed Wils-0n tariff bill bctwee>l f oreign aria 

A.mertcmi made men.'s knit undencear mam1faetttred. from iv-orsted a11cJ 
worsted merino yarns. 

C-Ost to 
For- ma.nu-

Style. weight, size 40. eign Duty. Total facture 
cost. iu cost. A.mer-

ica.. 

French . .••••• - •.. { 100 4pounds ........ .. $4.00 $1.40 $.'i.40 ~.2-1 
150/57.. 5?!' pounds ... __ ... _ 6.30 2.2-0 .50 8.67 

English ........... { 250/11 6 pounds 4 ounces. 10.62 3. 71 14.33 13.66 
400/13 11 pounds ......... 17.13 5.99 23.12 20.22 

Tbe above. figures as to the present foreign cost on the four gar
ments men.tioned were obtained from a large importer of foreign 
goods and are prices which prevailed in .T:inuary, 1913. In figuring 
the coot of these four g::rrments, H made in America under the pre.sent 
cost of labor, the price of wool was figured on a free-wool basis. The 
above figures show on their face that the propo <:!d Wilson-Underwood 
bill is not scientific. The ligI1tweiixllt goods could not be made in this 
country, whereas the heavier goods have a fair protecti.on on them, 
providing the. duty of 35 per cent was actually collected. 

l\Ir. McLEAN. I will not offer an amendment at this time, but 
unless a change is m:ide :r sh.all offer :m amendment when the 
bill is in the Seml.te. 1l want to say to the Senatou from North 
Carolina. tha.t I ·a k it fox precisely the same· reason that hB 
asked t0i h:rrn the tarifi raised on lumber in 1!)09. He w:ts 
then, us now, in fa-vor ot a ta.riff for revenue only, and in the 
debate- preceding the fixing of a rate on lumber on. Ap1il 30, 
1909,. the Si!nator from North Carolina used the following· lan
guage: 

Tbe- ·bm under eonsideration reduces the duty upon rough lumber
that is, sawed board-from 2 to $1 per 1,000 feet The equivalent 
ad •alorem rates are.; respectively, aboHt 1 per ccmt and Gi peJ: cent. 

I am opposed to this reduction and i:n favor of retaining tbe present 
duty upon lmnber, becam;e the pre ent ra.te is upon !l revenu~ bums, 
and because the proposed reduction will probably not reduce the price 
of lumber to the farmer and the borne builder, or, if at all, only 
slightly and in a comparatively limited area, while it would work 
great h!lrdship to the lumber industry and the sections of the country 
in which this industry is conducted by enlarging the market' zone of 
Canada for this product. 

I ask ill~ Committee on. Finance to put a reasonable pro
tective duty on the. e goodsr because it is a greu t industry in 
my Sta.te; in the firstl place, because of the revenue that the 
Government would derive by it, and, in the next place, because 
it will not increare the price of the article to the consumer, as 
stated by the- Senatol"' from Torth Carolina in his opposition to 
lowering the rat on rumber; and, thirdly, because unless :t 
reasonable protecttve ·duty is placed upon this article it will 
greatly enlarge- the market zone for foreign products. 

Mr. snrnoJ. Ts. Mr. President, I want to ~all the attention 
of the Senator from Connecticut to the fact that under thiJ 
pref:lent lnw, as m shewn by imports entered for eorummption 
for the year ending June 30,. 1912, on knit fabrics, not wea ring 
apparel, valued at not more than 40 cents per pound the quantity 
imported last year was 11! pounds, the \alue was $4, and the 
revenue $5.'rn. The rate ot duty was 144.75. Of knit fabrics 
valued at abo>e 40 and not above 70 cents per pound, the 
quantity imported was 1,007 pounds, valued at $65& The 
duties collected amounted to $772.08, at an ad valo.rem duty of 
117.44 per cent. Valued uborn T-0 cents per pound the impor
tat.W.n.s were 7,780 pounds, \:tlued at $8,428, re>enue $8,.058.60 ; 
average ad valorem equin1lent, D5.G2. 

Ut. M-cLEAN. I am aware o:t those figures . 
Mt. Sii\IMONS. I do not know, Mr. President, what is the 

difference in the cost of producing this article here and abroad. 
I ha\e not ~vestiga..ted that. · We have not been trying to bal
:rnce the diff"erence in labor cost here and abroad because we 
were not trying to make a proteeti-ve bill. But I imagine tha.t 
in all the statements we have heard here about Ute labor cost 
abroad aud the labor cost here are predicated upon the- wnges 
pnid abroad !lild the wages paid here. I fu:Lve made some in
yestigatiou as to that, a.nd I find that in this country the labor 
cost of a product does not ruwn.ys depend upon the amount of 
wages paid, because there is frequently very little relation be
tweeu the amount of wages per diem per man and the labor 
cost of :t product. 

Tbat is true in agricultur and that is tn1e in manafactu.ring. 
Farmers paying the snme priee for Jnbor find at th-e eud of the 
year that their crops l!.ave cost entirely different nillounts pe.r 
unit. One factory pnyiuO' the same labor cost finds thnt tbe 
labor cost of its product is more than that of nnotl1er in this 
country. And so in Eur<>ve tbe amount of 'vnges pnid per diem 
per man does not rnea~ure the labor cost of the article. 
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Mr. McLEAN. If the Senator will pardon me, I do not think 
he has my point. 

l\Ir. SI I .MONS. I do not desire to enter into any debate. I 
was jnst sa,rlng tllat as incidental to the statement that we had 
not considered the labor cost in making up this bill. We have 
not sought to adjust duties upon that basis. 

l\Ir. McLEAN. If it is tlle purpose of the Senator to give 
protection to heavyweight goods and to remoye protection from 
lightweight goods, I haye nothing more to say. I was calling 
attention to the fact that it stands to reason--

1\Ir. SHUI01'lS. JI.Ir. President, where you adopt a tariff 
system to apply to different weights and the one is more -valu
able than the other the ad valorem catches it as a rule. 

Mr . .McLEAN. But the labor cost is practically the same. 
l\Ir. SIMMONS. I do not know as to that. I stated to the 

Senator that I had not made any investigation about the labor 
cost, and we have not framed this bill upon that basis. 

.Ur. l\lcLEAN. I think it is safe to assume that the labor cost 
would be substantially the same in a lightweight garment as in 
a heavyweight garment, but no consideration at all is taken of 
added value because of the material. Why not fix it so that it 
will bear some semblance of justice? 

1\Ir. Sll\Il\IONS. The Senator understands perfectly well 
that if there is an added value to a thing, if it is dutiable ad 
valorem, then the ad valorem takes up and catches that addi
tional value. 

Mr. McLEAN. That is precisely the point that I am trying 
to impress upon the Senator. The rate as fixed-35 per cent
does give adequate protection to the heavier weights. The very 
fact that the value is added appreciates the effect of the ad 
yalorem duty, and the protection is sufficient. 

l\Ir. Sll\IMONS. Now, the Senator from Connecticut is talk
ing about protection. He says one gives adequate protection 
and the other does not give adequate protection. I have stated 
to the Senator that we were not trying to give protection in the 
duties that we impose here. 

l\Ir. McLEAN. If it is the purpose of the committee to ex
pose one product to competition from precisely the same mill 
and fa give to the other protection, I have nothing more to say. 

llir. S1M1\IONS. Well, Mr. President, our position does not 
involve that, as explained by me repeatedly this morning. 

l\Ir. l\IcLEAN. That is the effect of this rate. 
l\Ir. Sll\HIONS. I do not care to go into it again. 
The Senator from Connecticut has referred to my position 

upon lumber, and in the very beginning of this debate the Sena
tor from Pennsyvania referred to my position upon lumber.- I 
stated then, and I want to state again, that if the Senator from 
Connecticut and other Senators will read all I said upon that 
occasion, they will find that my contention was that under the 
Payne-Aldrich tariff law heavy protective duties were levied 
and maintained upon nearly all of the things that ente.r into 
the cost of production of lumber-upon the ax and the saw 
with which the tree is felled, upon the carriage with which the 
log is hauled, upon the iron and steel rail and the engine of the 
logging road with which it is transported to the mill, upon the 
machinery in the mill with which it is sawed into boards, upon 
the tin and the sheet iron in the drying kilns; and my conten
tion was that these protective duties imposed by the Payne
A.ldrich law were a burden and a charge upon the cost of rnan
u.factur.inO' lumber, and that the manufacturer of lumt)er should 
at least be gi\en a rate that would recoup him for the addi
tional cost upon his product imposed by the high duties upon 
the things that enter into its production. 

That was my contention then, and that is my contention now. 
I said then, "If you will reduce the duties upon the products 
that enter into the cost of producing lumber, if you will take 
the duty off of them, then I will Yote for free lumber, and do 
it gladly." 

Mr. President this bill has done practically the very things 
which I said if done when we were considering the Payne
Aldrich bill I would vote for free lumber. I wish to say again 
that, in view of that fact, I am going to vote and I ha-ve Yoted 
for free lumber, and I have done it with a great deal of pleasure. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I call the attention of the 
Senator from North Carolina to the fa-:!t that the President of 
the United States, on the 8th day of April, 1913, addressed 
Congress and said : 

It would be unwi3e to move toward this rnd headlong, with r('ckless 
baste or with strokes that cut at the very roots of what has grown up 
amongst us by long process and at our own invitation. It does not 
alter a thing to upset it and break it and deprive it of a chance to 
change It destroys it. We must mal{e changes in our fiscal laws, in 
our fiscal system, whose objer.t is development, a mor~ free and whole
some development, not revolution or upset or confus10n. 

hlr. President, it was said repeatedly by the President and by 
the leaders of his party in the campaign that the intention of 

. 
illis party, if given power, would be- to revise the tariff so as 
not to injure a single legitimate indu try, and that those who 
were attempting to make the people of this country apprehensive 
that any legitimate industry which, iu the language of the rre i
dent, had grown up according to our O\Yn invitation and uuder 
our own laws would be injured. was an improper attempt on the 
part of Republicans to distort and misrepresent his position and 
that of his party. 

Now, the Senator from North Carolina, the <listingui bed 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, stands on the floor of 
the United States Senate and says that in the make-up of this 
bill there has been no attempt whatever to even a certain the 
difference bet\veen the cost of production here and abroad; that 
there bas been no attempt to incorporate a single protecthre fea
ture in this entire bill; that there has been no attempt to pro
tect any industry that has grown up in this country for the last 
40 years under the invitation pro-vided by the laws of the coun
try, the acts of Congress; and that instead of abiding by what 
the President said in his solemn message to this Congress within 
four months, of not proceeding to destroy anything, but to make 
the changes in the fiscal policy of this Government gradual, so 
that things might be develop~d and not be upset and reduced to 
con.fusion, they boldly state that their intention is to destroy 
at one swoop the entire system of protection. 

If the Democratic Party can consistently claim that this is a 
wise, discreet, and conserYati-re policy, intended simply to read
just inconsistencies in the existing law, so as not to injure a 
single legitimate industry, they can turn a more complete som
ersault than any political party has even succeeded in doing in 
this country and still retain power. 

Mr. THOMAS. And land on their feet. 
l\Ir. Sll\HIONS. l\Ir. President, I ha-re stated that we w·ere 

not making a protective bill. I had not supposed the Senntors 
on the other side thought we were making a protective bill. I 
had supposed that they had been assailing this bill on the 
ground that it was not a protective measure. To say that we 
have not considered the conditions of an industry would be to 
say what is not true with reference to the bill. We ha-re con
sidered the conditions of industry, but we have not consi<.lered 
these conditions with the vfew of making a protectiye mea, ure 
on the basis of cost of production. 

l\1r. President, so far as the President of the United States is 
concerned, he does not need any defense from me or from any 
other Senator on this side of the Chamber. 'l"'here has never 
been a President of these United States, with the pos ible ex
ception of one, that the people of this country were so strongly 
behind as the present Chief Executive of this Nation. 

There has never been a man in the White House who enjoyed 
mor~ fully and more completely the confidence of the people of 
this country with respect to his ability, to his patriotism, and 
to his honesty of purpose. 

The President of the United States has on various and sundry 
occasions stated his position with reference to tariff legi lation 
and has made himself perfectly clear. He has not apologized.; 
he has not modified nor retracted anything he has stated. The 
President of the United States regards, as I happen to know, 
the bill now pending before the Senate as a fa:r, just, and full 
inte11)retation and expression of his po ition ·with reference to 
the tariff. That being so, l\fr. President, I am content; and I 
am satisfied that Senators on the other side will not be able to 
show that the President bas been at any point inconsistent. 

l\Ir. BRA1,DEGEE Mr. President, I did not say that the 
committee or any member thereof had said that they had not 
considered the industries of this country in the make-up of this 
bill. So the Senator has set up a man of straw and valiantly 
conquered him, more or less irrelevantly, in my opinion. What 
I did say was that I understood the Senator to say, not only · 
to-day but upon a previous occasion, that in the make-up of 
this bill the majority bad not giYen any consideration whatever 
to the difference in the cost of production of a commodity in 
this country and abroad; that their intention was not to 
equalize the cost of production between an article made in this 
country and one made abroad nor to equalize the wages paid 
to labor but that their contention--

Mr. s'n.D10i'\S. The result would be a protection bill if we 
tried to do that. 

Mr. BRA.1\'DEGEE. Exactly; I ha Ye not misunderstood the 
Senator; he boldly reaffirms what I have stated he said, and 
which Ile did not deny. He says that he has made no attempt 
to make this a protectirn bill in any respect. 

I haYe not criticized tlle President of the United States. The 
Senator has pronounced a glowing panegyric U[)Oll the Presi
dent of the United States. I wil1, howeYer, say, now thut the 
Senator bas called attention to the matter, that if the rres '. clent 
of the "Gnited States approyes this bill after whut he said in his 
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message to this Con!ITess on the 8th day of .April the President 
of the United States has turned just 11s complete a somersault 
as have the members of his party; but I have no doubt that, 
with his usually sue sful and compulsory seductiveness, he 
will have the entire majority, both in this branch and in the 
other, trniling submissively in his rear, and that they will be 
pleased upon this, as upon all other occasions, to give each 
other complete absolution and to pass bouquets and various 
flowers to each other until, fin lly, after the people have had 
one more cha.nee to express their opinion upon this concoction 
of absurdities and inconsistencies, there will be placed a little 
wreath of lilies of the valley upon the corpse which will be 
interred three yea.rs from now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I only wish to say, in reply 
to the Senator, that not only the President, in my jndgment, 
approves this bill as a fair interpretation of his position and 
of the Democratic position, but I think when the Senator from 
.O<>nnecticut lays up to his soul the unction that this bill is not 
satisfactory to the people of this country and that they will at 
some early day, as soon as they ha'\"'e an opportunity, express 
their disapproval and condemnation of it, the Senator is exceed
ingly blind to the actual situation .in the country. 

I am myself as thoroughly convinced that the people of this 
country are to-day more strongly behind this bill and that, 
taking them as a whole, it comes nearer giving general satis
faction to the people of this country than any other tariff bill 
that has e"\'"er been framed or presented to a Congress by any 
party since the foundation of the Government, with the excep
tion of the Walker tariff bill. 

l\Ir. BRA.l""{DEGEE. Before it has taken efiect. 
l\Ir. Sll\fl\!ONS. Yes; Senators on the other side of the 

Chamber said early in the beginning of this discussion that we 
were going to have a panic as the result of this bill. That was 
followin·g upon the heel-s of the ru.·gmnent that has been made 
for neaTly :i. quarter of a centmy that we had a panic in 1893 
because of the anticipated passage of a Democratic tariff bill 
that did n-0t become a law until a year after the panic began, 
and Senators have said that we were to have a repetition of that 
condition this year, and they have been waiting from day to day 
ever since this bill was introduced into the House of Repre
sentatives, with the solid backing of the Democratic membership 
of that body behind it, for business disturbance and then a 
panic. From day to fuly they have predici.:ed that it would 
come, while every day the conditions in the country have grown 
better and better, until to-dHy, with only a few weeks before this 
tariff bill goes into effect, there is a condition of prosperity in 
this country that we have not witnessed in any time in recent 
years. There is not a cloud upon the horizon ; ~e is not a 
responsible business man not interested in the tariff and trying 
to bring about some increase in duty who does not agree that 
the countI-y, notwithstanding this bill is about to go into effect, 
is upon a sound and safe industrial, commercial, financial, and 
economic basis. -

If we had a panic one year before the Wilson bill was 
passed in anticipation of it, then I want to ask Senators, if 
this bill is going to produce a panic, why has that pa.nic been 
so long delayed, and how do they explain the fact we are now 
after months of discussion about to enter upon a new tariff sys
tem with no sign of panic, greatly to the disappointment and 
chagrin of some Senators on the other side of this Chamber? 

l\lr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, the Senator need not, be
cause we are considering Schedule K, go "woolgathering" in 
any such manner as he h11s been doing in the last few moments. 
I ne'\"'er have said to the Senate ·or to anybody else that we 
were going to h::t ve a panic as the result of the passage of 
this bill. 

Mr. McLEAN. I plead not guilty. 
.Mr. BRANDEGEE. I do think that the glowing conditions 

of prosperity which the Senator has so ably and truthfully pic
tured as having existed when the people made the mistake of 
putting him and his friends into power last November, and 
which, as the Sena.tor has now borne testimony, exists right 
down to this minute-I think that that is the greatest tribute 
to the wisd-om and the exeellence of the laws under which 
the country has lived under the administration of the Repub
lican Party. 

i\Ir. SIMMONS. WiU the Senator let me add, and it is con
clusive evidence that the people have no fear of this bill? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, the Senator states that 
no panic has been ·produced, although this bill impends over 
the prosperity of the country like a cloud. The Senator nnd 
his friends huye been saying for weeks that "the interests" 
were in a conspiracy to produce a •panic for the purpose of dis
crediting this bill. 

.• 

Of course it was absurd, as a great many of their statements 
are absurd, about the intention of the interests to pull down the 
temple about their own ears. Instead of trying to produce a 
panic, everybody is talking as cheerfp.Uy as he can for the pur
pose of warding ofI as much as possible of the baleful conse
quen~es that are bound to come upon the country. The people 
wh-0 have their notes in the bank to pay for their stocks of 
goods are trying to prevent any panic which would result in 
calling their loans. Everybody who is stocked up with goods 
is trying to whistle as he passes through the umbrageous shade 
of this impending horror, and to cheer himself up, so that at 
least he will gain time enough to work off upon the public a 
portion of the product which he has manufactured with the sav
ings of his business before the floodgates and the bonded ware
houses are opened and foreign goods made by cheap labor a.re 
dumped upon him in competition in the market where he has 
produced his goods at higher prices, better wages, and upon 
American standards of living. 

I do not want any panic, and my party does not want any 
pani~. We have not provided any panie at all. The country is 
prosperous tp-day. I congratulate the Senate and the country 
upon the fact that we have the testimony of the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance embalmed in the CoNGBESSIONAL 
RECORD, so that if this bill, when put into operation, does not 
produce conditions which the country will say are an improve
ment upon existing conditions-which, from the Senator's state
ments, I should judge were about as good as we had a right 
to anticipate-the people of the country can then turn back to 
the words the Senator has to-day uttered and conti·ast their 
condition then with their condition now as testified to upon the 
highest Democratic authority and see how much they owe to 
the Democratic Party and whether it has justified the tem
porary lease of minority power which has been accident..illy 
conferred upon it. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Mr. President, the picture just painted by the 
Senator from North Carolina of the wonderful proSJ>erity that 
is to follow the enactment of this bill into law reminded me of 
what took place when the Wilson bill was under consideration. 
I wish to call his attention to the relll!l.rks made by Hon. 
William 1\1. Springer in the House of RepresentatiYes when 
that bill was before that body. This was the prophecy then 
mad-e: 

Pass this bill and thousands of feet heretofore bare and thousands 
of limbs heretofore naked or covered with rags will be clothed in suit
able garments ; and the condition of n.11 the people will be improved. 
It will give empl-0yment to 50,000 more operatives 1n woolen mills; 
it will increase the demand for wool, a.nd priet?S will increase ; and 
with increased demand for labor, wage9 will Increase. Those who 
favor its passage may be assured t:illl.t they have done something to 
promote the general weal, something-

To scatter plenty o'er a smiling land. 

That is almost as pretty a picture as the Senator from North 
Carolina painted this m-0rning as to what we may expect in 
the way of prosperity in this country upon the passage of the 
pending bill. 

1\!r. JAMES. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut 
makes a very dire prophecy about the future of the Democratic 
Party. He proceeded to bury us ' in three years, I believe, and 
he was kind enough to put some lilies of the valley upon our 
graves. 

The Senator having attended such a sad and disastrous 
political funeral last November, his mind naturally turns to 
graves and to flowers and to funerals. But I wish to sa.y to 
the Senator that if the Democratic Party does su:ft'er the mis
fortune of going to the graveyard of which he has spoken, we 
shall at least be buried in States larger than Vermont :md 
Utah. 

I take with a grain of salt all of this assault upon the Demo
cratic Party about a failure to keep its promise to the people 
and about a betrayal of the people when it comes from one who 
was himself guilty, with his party, of the greatest betrnyal 
known to the history of American politics; that of the passage 
of the Payne-Aldrich bill; a betrayal so great that it destroyed 
his party and left it with two little States as the only evidences 
that it ever did exist. 

Of course the Senator does not want any panic. Of course all 
these utterances made by the distinguished Senators who have 
just spoken and by other Senators upon that sid.e, telling us of 
failures and of lockouts, are for the purpose only of helping the 
prosperity of the American people. But the Senator will find 
out that when this bill is passed the country will continue- to 
enjoy even greater prosperity than it now enjoys and that the 
party to which he belongs can be buried in a State even smaller 
than Utah at the next presidential election. Th-e Democi--atic 
P arty is keeping the faith and fulfilling its platform promises 

' 
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upon which we triumphed. and we shall appeal without fear and 
in full confidence to the .American people upon our record here; 
and that appeal, in my judgment, will find triumphant vindica
tion and approval at their hands. 

l\Ir. BRA)..'DEGEE. l\fr. President, I think the Senator from 
Kentucky ha exceeded e\en the iridescent dream read by the 
Senator from Utah as dreamed by the Hon. Mr. Springer on a 
previous occasion. 

l\fr. BORAH. l\Jr. President, I simply rise to say that I do 
not know what started this filibuster, but I am not in sympathy 
with it. 

The PRESIDIKG OFFICER (l\Ir. UARTI~E of New Jersey in 
the chair). What is the plea ure of the Senate? 

l\fr. STO~~- Let us proceed with the reading of the bill. 
The PRESIDIXG OFFICER. The que tion is on the commit

tee amendment in line 6, which has already been read. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, an,d the Secretary read 

paragraph 301, on page 9, as follows: 
301. Webbings. suspenders, braces, bandings, beltings, bindings, cords. 

cords and tassels, and ribboni:;; any of the foregoing made of wool or of 
which wool or wool and india rubber are the componen! materials of 
chief value, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

l\Ir. STONE. l\Ir. President, I offer an amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDI TG OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In paragraph 301, page 9, line 8, before the 

word "beltings," it is proposed to insert the word "belts"; 
also, in line 11, after the word "value," it is proposed to insert 
" and not pecially provided for in this section," so as to make 
the paragraph read : 

301. Webbings.J suspenders, braces, bandings, belts, beltings, bindings, 
cords, cords ana tas els, and ribbons ; any of the foregoing made of 
wool or of which · wool or wool and india rubber are the component 
materials of chief value, and not specially pro'\"ided for in this section, 
35 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 302, page 89, line 15, after the word "description," 
to insert " not specially provided for in this section," so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

302. Aubusson, Axminster, moquette. and cheniile carpets, figured or 
plain, and all carpets or carpeting of like character 01• description, not 
specially provided for in this section, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, and the Secretary read 

to the end of paragraph 309, on page 90. 
l\fr. STONE. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to para

g1·aph 309 in the nature of a substitute. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all of paragraph 

309, as printed in the bill, and to insert : 
309. Oriental, Berlin, Aubusson, Ax.minster, and similar rugs, and 

carpets of every description woven whole for rooms. the value of "\Yhich 
exceeds 30 cents per square foot, 50 per cent ad valorem; when valued 
at 30 cents per squal'e foot and under the same duty shall be assessed 
as that which applies to the same or similar grades of carpets, plus 5 
per cent ad valorem. · -

Mr. WARREN. l\Ir. President, may I ask the Senator in brief 
what is the effect of the proposed amendment? Does it raise the 
duty or lower it? 

l\lr. STONE. It lowers it. The general effect is to lower the 
duty. To answer the Senator more specifically, it lea\es the 
duty as it appears in the text of the bill. 

M:r. WARREN. Does it raise the duty as to any of the 
grades included under it? 

Mr. STOl\~. I was going to say that on whole-woven carpets 
yalued at more than 30 cents per square foot the duty is left at 
50 per cent ad valorem, just as in the printed paragraph. On 
like carpets yalued at less than 30 cents per square foot the 
duty is reduced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from l\lissouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Commit tee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 311, page 90, line 13, after the word " wool," to strike 
out " flax," and in line 14, after the words " part of," to strike 
out "any" and insert "either," so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

811. Carpets and carpeting- of wool or cotton, or composed In part 
of either of them, not specially provided for in this section, and on 
mats, matting, and rugs of cotton, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in 11aragrnph 312, page 90, line 19, 

before the word "wholly," to strike out "made" and insert 

"composed," and in the same line, after the word "in," lo strike 
out " part" and insert " chief value," so as to make the para
graph read: 

312. Mats, rugs for floors, screens, covers, hassocks, bed sides, art 
squares. and other portions of carpets or carpeting, composed wholly or 
in chief value of wool, and not specially provided for in this section, 
shall be subjected to the rate of duty herein imposed on carpets or car
peting of like character or description. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment was, on page 91, to strike out paragraph 

314, in the following words: 
314. Hair of the Anirora goat, alpaca, and other like animals, and all 

hair on the skin of such animals, 20 per cent ad v::tlorem. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in _paragraph 315, page 91, line 7, 

after the word " auimals," to strike out "25 " and insert " 5," 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

315. Tops made, from the hair of the Angora. goat, alpaca, and other 
like animals, 5 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in paragraph 316, pa"e 91, line 0, 

after the word "animals," tD strike out "30" and insert "15," 
so as to make the paragraph read : 

316. Yarns made of the hair of the Angora goat, alpaca, and ot her 
like animals, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in para.,.raph 317, page 91, line 12, 

before the words " per cent," to strike out "40 " and insert 
"35," so as to make the paragraph read: 

317. Cloth and all manufactures of every description made of lhe 
hair of the Angora goat, alpaca, nnd other like animals, not specially 
provided for in this section, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
l\lr. THOMAS. On behalf of the committee I offer an arneud

ment to paragraph 317, which I send to the desk. 
'l'he PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page !)1, line 10, after the word " made," 

it is proposed to insert "by any process, wholly or in chief 
\alue." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in paragraph 318, page 91, line 16, 

after the word " surface,'' to insert •·and woveu figured up
holstery goods" ; in line 17, before the words " of the,'' to 
strike out "partly " and insert "in chief value of wool or" ; 
in line 18, after the 'VOrd "alpaca," to strike out "and" and 
insert "or"; and in line 19, after the word "\el vets," to strike 
out " 50 " and insert " 40," o as to make the paragraph reau: 

318. Plushes, velvets. and all other pile fabrics, cut or uncut, woven 
or knit, whether or not tbe pile coveTS the entire surface, and woven 
fi g\lred upholstery goods, made wholly or in chief vahie of wool or of 
the hair of the AngoPa goat, alpaca, or other like animals, and articles 
made wholly or !.n chief value of such plushes or \elyets, 40 per cent 
ad valorem. 

·The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the committee was, on page 01, after 

line 20, to insert a new paragraph, as follows: 
318~ . The pro.visions of this schedule (K) shall be effective on and 

after the 1st day of January, 1914. . 
l\fr. SMOOT. I have heard it stated, of cour e not on the 

floor of the Senate, that the committee ha•e that paragmph 
under consideration and that there is some likelihood it will be 
changed so as to have the rate lake effect upon wool on a 
certain day and another date for woolen goods. I should like 
to ask the Senator from Missouri if there is any suggestion of 
that kind under consideration? 

l\fr. STONE. I . think it would be very well to have the para
graph. adopted as it is and let that matter go into conference. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. The suggestion is a proper one, and I have no 
objection to it, but I simply call the attention of the Senator to 
this. If it went to conference, could there be a date upon 
woolen goods later than the 1st day of January, 1914, because 
the latest provision in the Senate committee amendment is the 
1st day of January, 1914? 

Mr. STQ.NE. It is an entirely new paragraph inserted by the 
Senate committee, and I should think that the conferees could 
make any change they desired. 

l\lr. SMOOT. I think they can cbange it anywhere between 
the date of the passage of the act and the 1 t day of January, 
1914, but I do not belieye they could under the rules extend it 
beyond that time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to . 
.Mr. STOXE. l\Ir. President, I ask that we go back to the 

first two paragraph. of this schedule if the Senator from Wyo
ming [l\Ir. W ABREN] is prepared to take them up. 
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.l\Ir. SMOOT. Before that is done I wish to · make a · short 

statement. 
I have proposed a substitute for this schedule, and I ex

l)ected to-day to take it up for consideration and to be voted 
upon; I also expected to take an hour or so to explain its pro
visions. But I am not feeling very well to-day. I have a 
se"rere headache, and for that reason and that only I shall 
withhold offering it to-clay; but I will offer it when the bill 
reaches the Senate. 

l\Ir. STONE. Does the Senator not think it preferable to 
offer it in the Senate? 

Mr. SMOOT. It would not be preferable to me, but I shall 
offer it in the Senate, as I said. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. l\lr. President, I introduced yester
day an amendment in the nature of a substitute to this sched
ule which I propose to offer. I have prepared still another, 
but as both of them start with raw wool at a less rate of duty 
than that proposed by the Senator from Utah in the substitute 
which he will offer, and as I think they-should follow his rather 
than precede it, I shall reserve offering them, ancl some ob
servations which I propose to submit with them in explanation 
of their provisions, until we have reached this schedule in the 
Senate and until after the Senator from Utah has proposed his 
substitute. 

Mr. STONE. Now, Mr. President, I will ·ask the Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. W .A.BREN] if he is ready to proceed? 

WOOL TOPS. 

l\Ir. WARREN. Mr. President, I seek recognition now at 
the suggestion of the Senator at present in charge of the sched
ule, and I ·shall take only a few minutes. I wish to address 
myself to . the matter of tops, and, of course, yarns follow. I 
do this entirely in the interest of the woolgrower, the manu
facturer not considered. In view of the fact that wool is the 
only industry in this bill, highly protected now and heretofore, 
which is proposed to be absolutely torn down and made free, 
and that almost immediately, I think we should be entitled to 
at least some patience in presenting our case and to careful and 
prayerful consideration thereof, either here on the floor now 
or by the committee before final passage of the bill. 

The woolgrowers feel that the knife has been plunged to its 
very hilt into their hearts, and they do not like to have the 
knife turned in the wvund and the corpus delicti mutilated. 
This matter of only a 5 per cent ad valorem duty on tops does 
exactly that. 

.Many years ago I had my attention called to this matter of 
tops through differences which arose between an editor of a 
wool and cotton periodical and one of the former presidents 
of the Wool Manufacturers' Association. The matter called 
out a good deal of personal feeling and differences, and my 
sympathies were all agairist any large duty upon tops. I in
vestigated lt with an idea to greatly reduce the duty on tops. 
So I was not animated by any desire to have a high duty upon 
that product. 

The investigation showed me most plainly, as it has nearly 
or quite everyone who has worked it out carefully, that if we 
pass this bill with 5 per cent only on tops the imports to this 
country will not be in raw wool but will be in tops, because 
nearly all the cloths are made from yarn, and yarn is made 
from tops, so that the large proportion of the wool must first 
be made into tops. 

I understand that the Senate committee in considering this 
subject has expected to provide that the American woolgrower 
may be put upon an equality with the foreign woolgrower so 
that he may be in the world's market. H is impossible, how
ever, to do this if you admit wool free, because of a difference 
in transportation. That is something I can not _perhaps ask 
the committee to consider and remedy at this time with the 
views its members have, but in the matter of tops, this proposed 
differentiation will obUge us in this country to sell the domestic 
wool as much lower than the foreign wool as the difference is 
in making up the tops; that is to say, if they are made for 
3 to 6 cents a pound less in a foreign country than here, our 
wool has to go low enough to make up that difference, and 
added to that we lose the benefit in .American labor of so many 
men as would be engaged in making those tops. In other words, 
.American-grown wool would be shipped to England, made into 
tops, and returned here, or its equivalent in cost, in order to 
estabUsh a parity between the domestic and foreign wool. 

Mr. HUGHES. The Senator remembers the statement as to 
the difference in the cost of tops made by the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. LIPPITT] yesterday. 

Mr. WARREN. I think in his estimate the cost of tops ran 
from 13 cents in one calculation and grade to as low as 6 cents 
in the other, made in this country. I have not looked over his 
remarks. 
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- M"r. HUGHES. My recollection is that the report of the 
Tariff Board D:)akes the cost of producing woolen tops very 
low in this country. 

Mr. WARREN, The Tariff Board report is such that it takes 
a combination of ·different parts of the report, because they 
report on the scouring of wool as separate from the combing, 
and so forth. But I have examined the report of the '.fariff 
Board very closely, and one can deduce at once from it that the 
di.ff erence is against us. 

Mr. HUGHES. What does the Senator say is the cost of mak
ing tops abroad? 

Mr. WARREN. The cost of making tops runs from 3 cents 
and something to 7 cents over there, on different calculations 
and grades, and the cost here runs from about 6 cents to 13 
cents. 

Mr. HUGHES. In no case would there be a difference of 10 
cents. 

Mr. WARREN. Oh, no. If the Senator thought I said that 
there was a difference of 10 cents per pound, there was a mis
understanding. I did not mean that, nor did I intend to say it. 

1\fr. HUGHES. That is what I understood the Senator to 
say. 

l\lr. WARREN. Paragraph 295 of the bill as it passed the 
House pro-vided that " combed wool or tops, and roving or rop
ing made wholly or in part of wool or camel's hair, and on 
other wool and hair which have been advanced in any manner 
or by any process of manufacture beyond_ the washed or scoured 
condition, not specially provided for in this section, 15 per cent 
ad valorem." 

The Senate Finance Committee amended this paragraph to 
make the rate 5 per cent ad valorem. 

The rate of duty carried in the Payne-Aldrich Act of 1909 
was 24i cents per pound plus 30 per cent, on combed wool or 
" tops" valued at not more than 20 cents per pound, or 36i 
cents per pound plus 30 per cent if valued at more than 20 
cents per pound. · 

Freights from foreign countries to our wool markets, from 
which the factories purchase their supplies, range from 17 
cents to $1.05 per 100 pounds, while the average rate of the 
western woolgrower, in localities where most of the wool is 
grown, is at least an average of $1.75, running, as it does, from 
$1.32 to $1.98 per 100 pounds railroad freight. 

Now, it takes about 3 pounds of grease wool from our ranges 
to make 1 pound of scoured wool. Therefore the difference is 
three times that amount on scoured wool, or 2! to 5 cents per 
pound. 

The Tariff Board, which made a thorough investigation of 
the cost of turning wool into tops in this country and England, 
found that 80 per cent is the approximate excess of the Amer
ican cost over the English. 

The tariff rate on tops under the Dingley and Payne Acts 
practically has excluded tops from importation into this coun
try, thus protecting the market for our domestic wool produc
tion and: creating a field for the investment of capital in mills, 
and, in addition, and far more important, providing employment 
for a large number of American workmen engaged in converting 
unwashed grease wool into a fully cleansed and c:ondensed 
product of manufacture ready for the spinner. 

I have procured two different calculations of the cost of mak
ing tops from grease wool in England and the United States. 
One. was made by manufacturers, and as manufacturers, ex
ceptmg those who ~emselves make tops, would benefit by 
buying tops in a foreign market instead of \YOol if the labor 
in the foreign country could be performed for less than in 
.America, I assume their figures would be lower instead of 
higher than the average in computing the difference in cost. 
The other set of figures was made for me by ;.i prominent wool 
dealer, who buys both domestic and foreign woo1, and wbo 
would prefer to see manufacturers buy, first, home-grown wool. 
or, i!econd, foreign unmanufactured wool, rather than to see 
the foreign country perform all the labor and get the benefit of 
making tops. This dealer's figures make the difference in cost 
between foreign and domestic tops nearly twice as much as the 
first mentioned. 

And so I have had careful computations made a~ to what 
result would obtain from a 5 per cent and a 10 ver cent and 
also a 15 per cent ad valorem rate. 

On a 5 per cent duty basis England would have the advan
tage of us by at least 3 cents a pound. At 10 per cent England 
would still have the advantage. But on a 15 per cent basis 
there would be ample difference to protect the American 
grower. It is quite possible that 12! per cent might, on an 
average, cover the ground. · 

In this connection I would ask to ha•e inserted in the RECORD 
in connection with my remarks a communication to the chair-
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nurn · of the Senute Fillance committee, signecl by o-ver lOO -re
sponsible firms anel indlviduals engaged in th~ wool buainess i.ri 
Boston. 

The communic3.Uon referred to is as foll-0ws: 
BOST'OX, July e4, 11118. 

Hon. F. MoL. SI r:uoxs, 
Chairman' Senate aommiftee 01 Finanl'e,. Was1imgton,. D~ 0. 

D£AR Sm : Refernng to H . R. 3321.. Schedule ~ paragraphs 295 and 
296, we, the undersigned, engaged in the wool- business in Boston,. desire 
to call to your attention that it is our honest pi:a.ctical opinion that the 
proposed drrty of 5 pel' cent on tops and roving and 15 per cent on 
ya rn , if it becomes effective. will result in very large inrportations of 
ti.le e partially rnruinfactured products of wool and a: relatively much 
Ieesened importa:tion of raw wool. · 

It' necef:'ss r ily follows that wool ef domestH: growth wil . sell on a 
fower hasis to meet this compelliion than it would. bring if the compe
tition was more largely with foreign wool in the raw state. 

Respec tfully, yours, 
Brown & Adams; Hallowell, Jones & Donald ; Farnsworth, 

Thayer & Stephenson ; Cordingly, Barrett & Co. ; Mangel' 
& Avery; Ayres,.. Bridges &. Co.; Goodhue, Studley & 
Eme.ry ; Adams & Rollingdrake; Robert C. Sears & Co.d· 
Du w & Meadows; Jacob H. Wood & Co.; A. · H. CIIffor 
& on; Jeremiah Willia.ms & Co.; Dewey, Gould & Co.; 
Hecht.. Liebmann &. Co...; Luce & Manning; Anthony & 
Waters· William H. Harris; Hobbs, Taft & Co.; Francis 
"illey & Co. ; Alex. Livingstone ; Sulzberger & Sons Co. ; 
0. N. Purdy, jr.; J. W. Foster· & Co.; J. Koshland & Co.; 
rimmins & Peirce; Eisemann Bros. ; Salter Bros. & Co. ; 
Gcor~e H:llTington; Edwin Wilcock; Henry T. Brown; 
Roope Eddy Co. ; T. A. Kennedy & Co.; Frank. R. Peters; 
Swift Wool Co.· Fred M.. Blanchaxd; George S. Wood 
& Co. ; J. P. Boutwell; E. B Carleton & Co. ; Houghton 
Wool Co.; F. A. Wyman.; Lollis B. Harding; S. C. Mur
fitt; George W. Benedict; F. Nathaniel Perkins y J'ohn
son, .Sheridan & Co. ; Henry & Co. ; Henderson & Co. ; 
II. T. Dobson. & Co.; G. E. Blaisdell ; Caverly & Co. ; 
Sta:ndt & Co. • Hartley & Co. ; Edwin F. Leeds; Worces
ter & Co. ; HilJ.g. &. Ntchola; W. R. Bateman.; Baket'." 
Bros. & Co.; Walker- Wool Co.; F. R. Shattuck,. jr.; 
john Ross; R:l.chard Webster; C. F. Rich &. Co.; P. Mc 
Graw Wool Co.; O. N. Pm.-ay & Co.; Su.tclilfe & Co.; 
Patterson & Co.; F. N. GFaves & Co" ; CarI Grub-naU! & 
Son; John L. Farrell; WafS'li & Co. (Inc.); Lothrop & 
Bennett ; Daniel ·s. Pratt & Co.; Eugene Ireland & Co.; 
Henry A.. Ruth; ll'. A. Varney~ Levi P. Bowers; A. L. 
Wood & Co. ; Chllltles F. Crass. & Co. ; Schmidt Corpor11-
tlon; Richard Olney, 2d; Winslow & Co.;. John G. 
Wright & Co {Inc.).; F. M. Macomber; J.. J. Collins; 
H. M. Payne & Co.; Follett & Co. ; Fred W. Boyd ; 

. A. Poihe_m~; :t;J· 'Howard· Co~; W:IDiams. & • Smith i 
H . B. Williams t...C. B. Ha:rlmess, Wright Bros., Allrea 
Akeroyd ~ H. & Jf. P. Simonds; William E- Wall; W. A. 
Blanchard ; The Fotin<'> Co. ; Rosenthal B ros. · Agnew & 
Co. ; J. Whittingham ~ Somf; George W. Whitaker & 
Co.;. .A... F. Raker & Co. 

Mr~ W .A.RREN. It would be- impossible to- say just what per
centage of the number of persons employed in mills which ma:nu
facture- tops solely or as a part of· their business would be deprived 
of their avocation should the industry be annihilated here and 
transferred to England, Germany, and France. Those familiar 
with the business believe that upward of 10 per cent, or 16.000 
persons out of the more than 160,000 employed in our rm1ls, 
would beo deprived of work if protection equal t(} the difference 
in cost of production at home and abroad shoul-0. be denied. 

The loss to the- woolgrower would be direct and disastrous, 
for the market for the greater part of the" domestic ellp would 
suffer this difference. Our wool would substantially fall below 
the world's price because o.f this handicap. This we can pro
vide against in the pending bill by accepting the Honse figures 
rather than those of the Senate committee. Another handicap
tllat of transportntion-we- can n-0t so eamly remedy, and be
cause- ef" tills we certainly onght to remedy this " tops, .. griev-
ance- as e go along. . 

Of conrse, I understand th.at with the discipline and perfect 
party organization with which the honorable- chairman and the 
committee in charge of this bill are oaeked, it Is perfectly use
less for me t<> offer an amendment. I do not propose to offer 
an amendment. I 1.'"Ilow very well thn.t none- would be ac
ce:pted unless they shonld take it over and offer it from the 
other side as one of their own, and I must say that I. admire 
such organization. 

If' I hn.ve noticro: the doing of the Senate aecurateiy, there 
has not yet been a single rell call in which the solid: Democratic 
Party, with the exception that has been officially made for two 
Senators, have not followed their leaders and have- not carried 
the point at issue. So I shall move no amendment now~ bnt I 
want to plead for the woolgrower that, after you have taken a.w:ry 
his protection, you lea Ye him on a basis.at least equal, or as nearly 
equal a.s may be, in raw-wool value to that of other countries. 

Mr. HUGHES. l\.lr. President--
The' PRESIDING OFFICER. D.ooe- the Senrrtor from Wyo

ming yield to. the Senator from New Jersey? 
Mr. WARRE:.!.'f. ·I do. 
l\f r. HUGHES. I wish to get the Senator's idea in reference 

to this matter. I realize., of course, as. everyone must, that this 
is a radical reduction. I recollect that the figures in the hand-

boo- show that the duty iS somewhere around 100 per cent, and 
we have reduced it to 5 per cent. 

Mr. WARREN. This- being Saturday and a half holiday, we 
ought to have a desire to finish this schedule to-day, and I do 
not care to go, into a technical discussion. 

Mr. HUGHES. I do not want the Senator ta do that, but I 
simply wanted tO' get his point. of view with reference to the SU"'
gestion he made a minute or two ago, for my own information."" 

Wool in the raw state is vastly different of course from tops-, 
and we would be greatry handicapped from the standpoint of 
transporting large numbers of tops. Do I understand the 
Senator's idea is that with a low duty on tops it would tend to 
bring imported wool into this country in the sh.ape of tops? 

Mr. WARREN. Entirely. 
Mr. HUGHES. That is something which ought to be con

sidered, but is it not true that the difficulties the Senator antici
pates in the way of bringing in WO()l in the grease would not 
be obviated by !:>ringing it in scoured; that is preliminary of 
course ta turning it into tops? · 

Mrr WARREN. I thank the Senator for that suggestion. 
That is exactly what the wooigrowers are now considering and 
have been considering, for that matter, in the West, whether it 
would be possible to: do the scouring in a way that might mll;ke 
the product acceptable to the manufacturer and cheaply enough 
to cover costs o:f plants for· that purpose, and so forth. 

Mr. HUGHESr I eatch the Senator's idea. He is speaking·, 
then, not of the transportation of home-grown wool but of for
eign WOOL 

Mr. WARREN. I :im speaking of how much more it will cost 
us to get our home-grown wool to the- market than it costs to 
get the· foreign wool to our m!ll'k.et. In other words, our mar
ket, where our manufacturers buy, is such that i t costs more to 
lay down. at the factory om· home-grown wool from -where the 
largest quantity is supplied than it costs to get it from a for~ 
eign country. 

I can. not expect the committee a.t this st.age of the bill to 
remedy that. What 1_ do ask is that, having to suffer, fill we 

· must, this transportation disadvantage, and having to accept 
free trade as against the advantages of the other side-, we may 
net have to endm;e this furthe1~ disadvantage and loss which a 
5 per cent dnty only on tops would inflict upon the Amerierui 
woolg:rowers. 

The first difficulty they will try to strugg!e through with by 
· themselves, but as for this second one, 5 per cent tops, it would 
seem mischievous and trifling to insist upon the Senate cut. 
Probably what ma.de the trouble, as has b~en. suggested, is that 
taps were formerly put away up into the sky as to theil: ta.rift 

· rate. If I can go back a. little and take a moment,. l will ex
plain how tha.t originally ha..ppened.. 

Years. ago there was a: constant friction between. woolgrowers 
and mamrfucturers. The Woolgrowers' Association ha.d a.s its 
president Judge Lawrence, of Ohio, formerly a Member of Con
gress and formerly, I believe, Comptroller of the Treasury or an 
assistant. He was for a high tariff, watching closely, of course, 
the fioles in the wall where foreigners were taking advantage of 
us.. In the first Cleveland administration, through 11 ruling of 
the Treasury Department, broken tops were allowed to come in 
with the lowest rate- of wastes. The consequence was that the 
best tops could! be mutilated a little and sent in almost at free
trade rates. That, of course, being taken up later on by Judge 
Lawrence and his associa:tion, he undertook to obtain a :rate so 
high that no tops could be t>.rought in under any circumstances 
at a profit,. on. the ground that he wanted,, first, to prevent fraud; 
second,. to protect the woolgrower in his products; and, thfrd, 
to :insure the labor of making tops in this conntry.' 

For instance, the rate under the Payne-Aldrich Act was 2-11 
cents per pound plus 30 per cent on combed wool or- tops 
valued at more than 30 cents pe.r pound, and 36! cents a pound 
plus 30 per cent if valued at more than 20 cents per pound. 
That was entirely above any necessity of protection. so fa:r as 
the real comparison. between raw wool and the other was 
concerned. 

But that went into the Dingley bill. Judge Lawrence,. whom 
I followed as president of that association,. became so angry 
because I was, IIB h& termed me.- a low-tariff man in consi<l
eting the Dingley bill, till.rt he ne-ver spoke to me n.fterwn.rds. 

Mr. 'rHOMAS. Who was. that, may I inquire? 
Mr. WARREN. .Judge Lawrence. Now, looking at it from 

any standpoint-and I have here before me, in fact--
Mr. STONE. Did the Senator change his position from ::i. 

low-tariff man after he and Judge Lawrence--
Mr~ W .ARREJN. I am still a low-tariff man. I am a Ion-

tariff IIlfill, but not a no~t:n.riff man.. 
Let me say to the. committee, if I had my ~ a.y I would put 

a reyenue tariff on every article of import that comes into this 

• 
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country, not so much, perhaps, for the amount of revenue as 
to keep tlle book account straight. l\Iake it nominal, if you 
please, in many or most cases, but lJave e>erything that comes 
into this country li:oted and make it bring some revenue-
enough, at least, to carry on the expe!lse of assessing nnd col
lecting it. I thh1k it would harm no one. It would be so 
trifling that the foreigner would be glnll to pay it, as a sort of 
license; and it would girn us fue informatioa we want as to 
tbe quality, quantity, prices, and so forth, of imports. 

I haye here a communication, a part of which I may insert 
in my remarks, from Samuel S. Dale, who is well known as one 
who opposed bitterly the Payne tariff bill; who has been op
posed to high tariffs on wool; who has been for a very low 
tariff. He closes as follows : 

The Finance Committee's schedule discriminates against the wool
grower, whose product is free, and against the worsted drawing and 
spinning industries, whose r>roducts, roving and yarn, are subject t1> 
rates proportionately lower than the rate on finished c~oth. These in
equalities shonld be corrected in order that, so far as is possible, all 
producers may be equal under the tariff law and the country may be 
suared from further agitation over Schedule K. 

SAML. s. DALE, Boston, Mas&. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wyo

ming yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
l\Ir. WARREN. I do. 
Ur. GALLINGER. I was attracted by the observation of 

the Senator that if he had his way in constructing a tariff bill 
he would put an import duty on everything that comes into the 
country. It seems to me if. that were done, including tea and 
coffee and those articles, it would produce a very large revenue, 
however low the duty might be, and the great industries of the 
country would ha\e no chance whatever. 

i\Ir. WARREN. Perhaps the Senator did not give due weight 
to my obserrntion. While I would make t.hem nominal as to a 
gre:it many things, sufficient only to carry the expense of noting 
and printing the information for bookkeeping, and so forth, I 
do not think the Senator and I would differ as to the change 
and rise of rates necessary from the nominal to the protective 
in e1ery article, because I desire to plead guilty now, as of old, 
to being a protectionist, although in this case the protection 
that I am asking for in this matter of tops is merely to take 
off one of the inequalities so that the bill may make good what 
it has proposed to do; that is, give us the world's market at 
least for our wool product in this country. . 

As nearly as we can figure it, out · of the 160,000 men em
ployed in making cloth, the making of tops in this country 
would employ 10 per cent, or 16,000 people. 

That is an item to be considered after you have considered 
the woolgrower. Do you want to cut out that many laborers 
from doing that work in this country and allow ·it to be done 
in another country because the labor there is less than here and 
because your too low tariff permits them to do all of this labor? 

As I have said before, all I can do is to appeal. I should be 
glad if this committee on its own volition would offer either to 
strike out their amendment or to name a slightly lower :figure 
than that of the House; but if they are not disposed to do it, 
if they are not willing to do it, if they feel that even an obser
vation from this side would injure their organization in some 
way, then I want to appeal in the most earnest manner in which 
it is possible for a man to appeal, that when they go to con
ference they may do there as we have had to do a great many 
times, as the honorable chairman of this committee knows. I 
have had some experience with conferences where we compose 
our differences and I have, as probably the chairman and other 
Senators have, sometimes been rather liberal in cuts down
ward or in rises upward in committee, so that I might have the 
backing of the Senate to a difference with the House large 
enough, so that if we found stubborn resistance we could com
pose our differences somewhere between the higher and the 
lower figure. 

Now, if it should be that out of conference there should conie 
a bill with a 5 per cent duty only, you will have done what I 
said in opening, not only plunged in the knife, but turned the 
blade and lacerated the victim after accomplishing the de
struction. 

If it should go as low as 10 per cent there will be quite large 
imports. If you go lower than 12! per cent, you are going to 
work extreme hardship upon the woolgrower. I hope you will 
recede from that amendment and allow the House figure to 
stand as to tops. 

1\fr. JAl\fES. l\Ir. President--
Mr. WARREN. Did the Senator wish to interrupt me? 
1\Ir. J.A.l\IES. I tllought the Senator was through. 
Mr. WA.RHEN. \Vllile I am on the fioor, ns we are at the end 

now of tlle wool schedule, I ·wrtnt to speak of one other matter. 

I have been waiting to see if the .honorable senior Senator 
from Montana [Mr. MYERS] would come in, because one of the 
points of his able speech the other day on the free-wool side 
ot the question was that we were the only country in the world 
except darkest Russia that had any tariff on wool. I may be 
mistaken, but I have hunted through all the authorities, and I 
find that 1\fexico bas a tariff on raw wool, Cuba has a tariff 
on raw wool, Canada has.a tariff on certain grades of wool and 
certain prices, and so on. 

I submit herewith a list which I wish to include in my re
marks: 

COUNTRIES WITH WOOL TARIFFS. 

Mexico: Raw wool, about 11 cents per 8ound. 
Cuba: Raw wool from United States, 2 per cent; o"ther countries, 40 

per cent. 
Canada : Wool, Leicester, Cotswold, Linconshire, Southdown, combing 

wools, or wools known as luster wools and other like combing wools, 
such as grown in Canada, 3 cents per pound ; worsted tops, 15 per cent; 
yarns, 30 per cent. (Canadian customs tariff, Apr. 12, 1907:) 

Australia: Wool yarns, 10 per cent: 
Venezuela: Wool, 7 cents per pound, 
Haiti: Wool, 4 cents per pound. 
Germany : Combed wool, 4 7 cents per pound. 
France: Combed wool, 32.50 francs per pound. 
Italy : Combed wool, 15 lire per pound. 
Ur. SL"\Il\fONS. Does not the Senator think-I am merely 

asking him for his opinion-that all the countries that be has 
named, with the possible exception of Canada, in imposing these 
duties do it merely for revenue purposes? 

1\Ir. WARREN. T am not raising that question now, because 
the honorable Senator who makes the inquiry and I are diamet
rically opposed in theory, for, of course, I would make a re>enue 
bill with protection considered, and he would make a reYenue 
bill with protection not considered. However, in speaking of 
free wool and the condition that we are in in competition with 
other countries, and so forth, I fe it proper to correct what I 
thought was a misstatement about wool. 

There ru·e France, Italy, and other countries that regulate the 
rates of duty on wool on the basis of whether it ts raw or manu
factured or partly manufactured. 

Mr. JAMES. But France has unwashed, washed, and scoured 
wool tree, has it n6t? 

Mr. W .A.RREN. What is the Senator's question? 
Mr. J.AUES. Has not France unwashed, washed, and scoured 

wool free? 
Mr. W .A.RREN. Yes; France has raw w-0ol free. 
Mr. CATRON. Mr. Pres¥ient, I simply wish to state that a 

few days ago I introduced an amendment to this bill intended 
as a substitute for Schedule K. I do not desire to call it up 
now, but I give notice that I shall present it when the bill reaches 
the Senate, and shall insist on a vote upon it, unless some of the 
other amendments which would suit me better which haye been 
offered to the schedule shall be adopted. 

Mr. JAMES. l\Ir. President, I desire to place in the RECORD, 
without reading· it, a table showing the population of th2 rnrious 
States and the total production, importation, and consumption 
of wool by States, according to the Thirteenth Census of the 
United States, in 1!)10. 

I also desire to file another paper, without reading it, show
ing the number of farms in each State, th~ number of sheep 
in each State, and tbe number of sheep on each farm in each of 
the "Various States. 

I also desire to state that the census of 1910 shows that there 
were 6,351,502 farms in the United States, aud that onJy upon 
·598,047 farms were there reported sheep, according to the census, 
which shows that the tariff, which we are told is placed upon 
wool for the benefit of the farmer, taxes 10 farme1;s who <lo not 
raise.::;heep for the benefit of 1 who does. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the tables 
referred to by the Senator from Kentucky will be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The tables referred to are as f15llows: 
Populatio1~ of the United States, by States; total prodtiction, importa

tion, and consumption of w ool by States, accordi 119 to the 'l.'hirtee11th 
Ce11s11s of the United States, 1910 . . 

[590,9D6,078 pounds wool consumed in 1909, or 6.4 pounds per capita.] 

Sta~. duced. sumcd. 
Populat ion.I Wool pro-· Wool ro::i-

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-1-~~~ -

New England: 
Maine .. _ .................... .. .......... . 
New Hampshire ........................ . 
Vermont ... -·- ....... -···-· .... ·-·-··· ·-
Massachusetts ........................... . 
Rhode Island .... •'· ...... ·- ............. . 
Connecticut. .............. __ ............ . 

Middle Atlantic: 
New York: ............................. . 
New Jersey ............................. . 
Pennsylvania ........................... . 

742,371 
430, 572 
355, 956 

3,366,416 
542,610 

1,114, 756 

9, 113,Gl4 
2,537,167 
7,665, 111 

Pounds. 
1,200, 000 

420,000 
1,170,000 

217,000 
39, 750 

183, 750 

4,950,000 
275,000 

6,300,000 

Pounds. 
4, 751, li4 
2, 755,660 
2,278, 113 

21 ,545,062 
3,472, 704 
7,134,438 

58,327, 130 
16,237,869 
'19,();,"6, 710 



-

3664 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SE :rATE. AUGUST 23, 

Population of i'fle llnite4 Statru 'by :Stil.te"ll; total vrodvction, itnpm·ta
ti tm, and t:ons:impti<m of u:o-01. -Oy , tat-es, etc.-Continued. 

States. Popribiion. ~~~1:o- WoollCOll
sumed. 

East North Centrru: 
Ohio . ...... .................. ......... .. . 
Indiana ........................... . .... . . 
Illinois ... ·-- .. _ .... _ ......•..... . ... . .. .. 
Miclrigan .•. . - . ...•• ·- •..... - . . · - .....•... 
Wisconsin ... .. _ .... _ ..... _ .............. . 

Wes't Nocth Centrill: 
Minnesota ...................... _ -...... . 

~i.·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
~~~ B~i::.·_ :: :: ::::: :: : : : : : :: :: :: : : : 
Nebraska ......•. -···-· .... •. .....•...... 
Kansas .. - -··. ··-· ....•. ····- ..•..••.. ··' 

South Atlantic: 
Delaware ..............•... _ .......•... ·-. 
Maryland .............. ·-.-·_ .....•.... .. 

~~=~:.~~:~~~·.:::::::::::::::::::: 
West Virginia .... .. ............•.•.• •.. .. 
North Carolina •........... ... ............ 
South Carolina . . . _ . . _ ... __ .. __ . __ ... . ... . 

~~~::.-.:::: :: ::: ::: :: : : : : : : ::: : : ::: : :: : 
E nst South Cen1rnl: 

Kentucky .........•.... ··--· ...••••.•.... 
Tennessee._ . .. ... ·-- .•. _·--··- ..• _ .•. _ .. . 
Alaooma ................. _ .. _ . ... ___ .•.•. 

weslf=ff~!liti:Bi: · ·· ·--- ·-·-· ·---· -·· -· · · · 
t;~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
{)k:l.n.honla . · ·- •. - .•• - ·· -. ·- . ... ·-· ·- •• - •• 
Texns .•.•••••••• --- •••• ••••• ··--- ·-·-- .. 

,Mountain: 
Mont-an.a .. ···-·······················-··· 

~~~:::::::::::::::::::~-:::::::::~ 
]'few Mexico .• · ···-· -·-· ··-···-·········· 
Arizona .... _ ... _ .•.•••.... - •. ··- ••.••.. --

. Utah. -· .•.••.••. -·· ... -·- ... ··~. - - .•• .. 
:N'evada. ··········-···-·······--········· Pacific: 
Washlngton.. .. _ .• -·--- ···-···-··--·· .. .' 
Oregon... ... __ ••• ····--······----··--·-
California ...•........... ·-- .....•.•. _ .... 

4, 767,121 
2, 700,876 
5,638,591 
2,810,173 
2,333,860 

Q,075, 708 
2,224, 771 
3,293,335 

p77,056 
583,888 

1, 192, 214 
1,690,949 

202,322 
1,295,3 6 

331,069 
2,C61,Gl2 
1,.221, 119 
2,206,2S7 
1,515,400 
2,609,121 

732,619 

2,289,9~ 
2,~~.789 
"2,U ,093 · 
1, 797,114 

1,574,4-w 
I,656,388 
il,~,155 ' 
3,896,Sil 

376,053 
1126,594 
145,965 
799,024 
327,301 
204,354 
373,351 ' 
81,875 

1,141,990 
672, 765 

2,377,549 

Pounds. 
16,900,000 
5,850,000 
'4,950,000 

11,475,000 
6,tm,ooo 

2,550,000 
5, 400,000 
6,020,000 
1, 755,000 
4,052,500 
1, 625,000 
1J312,000 

'38,500 
676,000 

--·i;642~soo · 
3,450,000 

7&5,000 
187,500 
675,000 
373,000 

3,800,000 
1,236.000 

560,-000 
600,000 

800,000 
573,500 
520,000 

8,943, 750 

33, 600, '000 
18,980,000 
36,<l37,500 

9,100,000 
19,200,000 

4, 9,50, 000 
14, 175,-000 
5,950,000 

4, 'Cl.50, 000 
.14, 437,-500 
13,300,000 

·Grand total. ... _ ....•.. _ .• _ ..... __ ..•. .. _.......... '321, 362, 750 

Poundl. 
30,509,574 
17,285,606 
36,068,982 
17,985,097 
14, !)36, 704 

13,284,531 
14,238,534 
21,077,344 
3,693, 158 
3, 736,839 
7,630,170 

10,821J074 

1,294,861 
8,290,214 
2,118,842 

13, 194,317 
7,815,162 

14, 120,237 
9,696,580 

16,698,374 
4,816, 762 

14,655,392 
13,972,650 
13,683, 795 
ll,501.,530 

10,075,474 
10,300,883 
10,605,792 
24,937,869 

2,406, 7:39 
2, 083, 7tl2 

004,176 
5,ll4, 754 
2,094, 726 
1,307,.866 
2,389,446 

523,960 

7,JOB, 736 
4,so.5,696 

lli,216,314 

The wonl -prodnction 1s ·m"ke:n from the Agrieultural Yearb-Ook for 
1910, and the 3.tem "Pulled wool, 40,D00,000," being woul pulled £rum 
sheepskins, is not distributed ro States. 

This item is about one-seventh of all the wool prodQ.ced, and it 
distributed equally among the States will increase the production 
figures of ea.eh State by one-seven.th-an amount not appreciable in 
the general comparU?on with the consumption of each State. 

N1imbcr of farms m United States, census of 1911J. 

State. 

Average 
Number Number ol nmnber 
of farms. sh~. ~~s::f: 

farm. 

Maine . ••••• _·- ... ···-· ·· .•••.•.•• ·---·-- •• ··- 60,016 

~~!~~~~-~-... :.::::: :: : : : : : : : :: : : : : : :: : : : : : : ·~~: ~ 
:Massachusetts • ..•. -··- .. -·--._ .. ____ ·~ - ..•. _.... 36, 917 
R.hode Island •.•.•..•....• _._ ..••• ·--· ··----...... 5,292 
"Connecticut .. . ~- .......•.• __ •.• __ .•.••.•••...• ·-- 26, 815 

206,434 n 43, 772 
118,.551 4 

32,708 (I) 
6, 789 ll 

'22,418 _.,, 
1-~~-1--~---1----

N ew England .. ........ ·-··--·-······--···. 188,802 430,672 221o-
!=========!===========~========= 

New York • •.... .. . • -··- ···-·-- •.•••••••. -······. 215,597 
'Ne'v Jersey .. ...... .... .. ·-·-. __ .. _ .••••••..• .. _. 33, 487 
Pennsylvania ..•......... _ ••••••••••.••• _ ••• _.... 219, 295 

930,300 4i 
30,683 (l) 

883,074 4 
1----1------1---~ 

Middle Atlantic .....•••....••••••••.. -··-.. 468, 379 1,844,057 (I) 
l============I==========~========= 

Ohlo............................................. 272,045 
Indiana .. ......... ..•.... _ .• _ .. _ •••.••••..••• .,. . • 215, 485 
Illinois... ......... ............................... 251,872 
Michigllil .•. .•• .•.•...•• .•.•..••.•••••.•••• ·-... .• 206, 960 
"'\Viscons:in.. ......... · - ............... __ ... .. . . . . . . 177, 127 

3,909, 162 14-.fr 
1,336,9£7 6 
1,050,846 4 
2,306,4761 11} 

929, 783 5} 

9,542,2341 Bl East North Central. ••. ·-··-······-····-··· 1, ~,489 
l==========i========~========= 

:P.Iinnesota ••.••••••••.••••• __ •••••• _............. 156, 137 637,582 4 
1,145,549 n 1,811,288 

293,371 4 
611, 264 8 
293,500 ii 272,4?'5 

5,06.),009 1 4~ 

~<>fili:.· ~: :: : :: : ::: : : : : :: :~: :~ :: ::~: :: : : :: ::: : : ~i~:~ 
North Dakota .•.... ········-·· ·· ·- -·····-····· ·· 74,360 

1 =~~~~::·:·~-:·:::::::=:: :::::::::::::::::::: l __ f9_:_;_n_i_l------f---
" est North Centrn.I.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . 1, 109, 948 

I Less tlnUJ. 1. ~Less than 4. 

1."umber of farms in United States., aen~us of 1910-Continueo. 

State. 

Average 
Number Number al number 
of farms. iheep. c:fns= 

Delaware ..•• · ················-···········--····· 

~E5~! ~l~~~-: :: :: :::::::::: :::: :::::::::: 
~~~~:a: ::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::::: 
South Cucolina ...... .. ..•..•..........•.• _ ..•.•.. 
Georgia .•...... ·--_ ..•••••.... ·-_ ..•. ••••••••.... 
Florida ..... .... .. .... ......................... . . 

10,836 
48, 923 

217 
184,018 

00,685 
253, 72.fi 
1'i'6, 434 
.291.,027 

50,016 

South Atlantic ....• ··--·-·············--· .. 1., 111,881 

Kentuc'ky • . •• _ .. __ ......• ·-- .•. · -- ..•. _ .•.•.. _ .. 

5!E;;~: =~==::: =~: :::: :: : :::::~ =~::::::::: ==~ 
2:i1l,185 
24fi,012 
262,901 
27!1,,382 

East South Central •.•• ·----· ···········-·· 1,042,480 

7,806 
237,187 

----- -----·· 
804,873 
910, 360 
Zl4,473 
37,559 

187,644 
Wl,701 

2,513,553 

1,363,.013 
?95,033 
142,930 
195,245 

2,496,221 

farm. 

-Ir 
5 

......... _.. ...... 

u 
(1) 

f') I) 
21 

2-.fr 

(1) 
n 
t 

2/r 
l==========I===========~======== 

·~::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::: 
Oklahoma ....... ·--._ .. ·----- ...•.. _. __ .... ·-·- · 
Texas ...... ....... . ............... . ...•.......... 

21!,6.78 
120,546 
190,192 
417, 770 

West South Central. -- .••• - .••••••••. ·--· ·- 943,.186 

Montana.. ....................................... 26,214 
Idaho. •.. ·-- .····-·- •..•••.. --- •••••••• ··-·- .• • ·- 30,80'1 

~~~:::::::::::: :: : : ::::::: ::::::::::::::::: . ~g:~~b 
Nnw Mexico........ .. ........................... 25,616 
Arizona . • ·-- ... ·-- ... _ .•• _ •• •••••. __ ·-- _ ••••• ·-·. 9, 'J2:l 
Utah. ······-· · ···········-···········--· · --·---- 21,676 
Nenda .. ·-···-··-···········--··--····----·-···· 2,689 

Mountain.-- .···············-····~······--· l.&1,446 

l#,1S9 
17 ,287 

62,472 
1,, 08, 709 

2,193(65?' 

5,380,746 
!010,478 

,397,161 
1, 426, 214 
3,3-t6,!l84 
1,226, 733 
1,B'l:l,180 
1, 154-, 795 

.22, 'i10, 291 

:I 
2! 

207 
97 

4.90 
31 

1W 
196 
87 

444 

l:M 
l=======-==il======-:1==~1========= 

475,SSi 8} 
'2,6!19,135 60 
2,411,m 27i 

Weshlngton .•• _. ·--···········-· ·· ·······-·-· -· 56,192 

8!M~: : ::::: :::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::: ;:~ 
·Pacific .. ··- ............................. ~.. 18~, 891 .S.,592,167 30 

United States ••...••••••••••••••••• ·-··-···--··· 1l,'36l,502 52,«.7,861 81 

i Less than 1. :s Less than i. a Less than f . 
Mr. SMOOT. l\,fr. President, I started last e•.ening to prep1u:e 

a statement similar t.-0 thnt presenOOd by the Senator from Ken
tucky {Mr. JAMES] as to rice, showing the number of farms pro
ducing rice, the amount i>rodaced, and the number of St.ates 
which produced it, f-0llowing -ex..actly the same line tis has the 
Senator from Kentnck--y with wool; ·but I was called away from 
that work about 10 o'clock and could not return to it. This 
morning I was culled to the depot .at 7.30 o~clock nd wn.s .unuble 
to pre-pure the statement. I will, however, , prep, re it at some 
time in the fu ture. 

Mr. JAMES. I will suggest, Mr. President, that I "Tery much 
hope the Senator will prepu.r.e that table. The reason I pre
pared these particular tables was that I wanted to make it easy 
tor the various Senators woo v.oted for a Ul:x upon wool to ~x
plain to the people just how many pounds of wool, in .a.drntion t o 
what they produced in n particular State, they had to have im
ported there in order to supply the eonsumption; so that they 
could explain, without any difficulty of research, just how much 
the burden was upon the consumers of Bach state, and where 'it 
was not a burden how much the benefit was. It was merely in 
order t.o make easy those explanati-0ns to the public that I have 
furnished these tables. As an example, in my -0wn Stare of Ken
tucky we produced in 1910 as shown 'by the cen us, '3.,800.000 
pounds of wool, and our 2,289,:905 population conswned 14.655 392 
pounds of wooL In other words, we had to import into the St te 
10,855,392 pounds -0f wool more than we produced. to supply our 
people, upon which the tariff tax had to be paid. 

1\fr. SMOOT. And the object I had, :Mr. President, in prepal"
ing the other table wa.s that I wanted to make it -ve17 easy for 
the Senator from Kentaclry and others who voted for a duty 
upon rice to show that its burden rested upon nearly nine-tenths 
of the States and of the people of those States who do not 
produce a pound of rice. 

Mr. J".A.MES. 1 hope the Senator from Utah, in making that 
table a.bout rice, will not take the position that rice is .as es.sen
tial to the living 'Of our people n.s is clothing. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, there re more pounds of rice 
consumed in this country to-day than .there are pounds of wool 
used. 

Mr. WALSH. 1\fr. President, I desire to recur to the p:irn
graph of this schedule under -consideration, the pa.r.agrnph in 
relation fo tops, and to say in that connection tlmt I um lTilllble 
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to agree with the · distinguished Senator from · Wyoming {Ur. 
WARREN] that the woo1grower is to any extent whatever inter
ested. in the restoration of the 15 per cent duty upon this prod
nct which the House bill carries. I desire to introduce what I 
have to say upon this subject by asking that there be read from 
the desk an editorial which appeared in the Boston Journal of 
May rn, 1913. I ask for its reading the more readily, Mr. Presi
dent, because of its containing some criticism of the Democratic 
nttitude and tile Democratic procedure in relation to this meas
ure. It will be discerned from it that it comes from no friendly 
source. 

Ur. BRISTOW. Mr. President, if the Senator from Montana 
will yield just a moment before he enters upon the discus
sion--

The PRESIDL."G OFFICER. Does the Senator from 1\Ion
tana yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. WALSH. I do. 
l\Ir. BRISTOW. I see the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 

J.A.MES] has escaped. I desired to ma.ke an interrogatory of him 
before he left. I believe the Senator from Kentucky has f1iends 
present, so I will make the interrogatory, and he may ailSwer 
when he returns. He has very kindly placed in the RoooBD-so 
he said-a statement of the number of States that produce 
sheep and the number of sheep in the States, showing from 
his point of view the number of people that a.re taxed for the 
benefit of the sheep growers. I wanted to ask him to place in 
the RECORD also the number of manufacturers of cloth and 
ready-made clothing in the United States, and also a statement 
of the number of people who wear clothes, in order to show 
the number of people that he is proposing to tax for the benefit 
of those manufacturers of ready-made clothing. This bill places 
a duty of 35 per cent on ready-made clothing and. according to 
the theory of the Senator from Kentucky, those duties are for 
the purpose of protecting the manufacturers of ready-made 
clothes. 

Mr. WIT.I.IA MS and Mr. WARREN addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. To whom does the Senator 

from Kansas yield? 
Mr. BilISTOW. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi, 

through the courtesy of the Senato1· from l\lontana. 
Mr. WALSH. I have the floor, Mr. President. 
Mr. THOUAS. The Senator from Montana has the floor. 
The PRESIDU\G OFFICER. The Chair realizes that the 

floor belongs to the Senator from Montana, but he yielded the 
floor to the Senator from Kansas. 

Afr. WALSH. I had expected--
Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask the Senator from Montana to yield 

to me for one or two pertinent or impertinent observations. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon

tana yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 
Mr. WALSH. I desire to be accommodating upon this mat

ter, but I suggest to the Senators that I have the floor and have 
something to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Sen
ator from l\Iontuna. 

Mr. WALSH. I regret that this general discussion should 
be injected into the midst of my remarks. If any Senator 
simply desires to ask a question, I shall be very glad to yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon
ta.na yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. WALSH. I do. 
1\Ir. WILLIAMS. I wanted to suggest that perhaps the Sen

ator from Kansas [Mr. BRISTOW] had inadvertently overspoken 
himself. He said something about our levying a tax for the 
benefit of the manufacturers of ready-made clothing. Of course 
the Senator from Kansas knows that that is not true. He 
knows that we propose to reduce the taxes which the Repub
lican Party have levied upon the people. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon

tana yield further? 
1\Ir. WALSH. I do. 
Mr. BRISTOW. I shall not pursue the discussion any fur

ther, because I recognize thn.t the Senator from Montana. wants 
to complete his remarks, and I will take the matter up later. 

l\lr. W A.RREN. 1\fr. President, will the . Senator from .Mon-
tana yield to me for a second? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon
tana yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. W A.LSH. Yes. 
Mr. WARREN. I want to address myself for a moment to 

tlrn Senator fron.1 Kansas [Mr. BRISTOW] and to say that yes
terdny, when the Senator from Kentucky [.l\Ir. JAMES] proposed 
to insert iu the RECORD certain papers and figures which, I 

judge from what he says, have now been iilserted, I a sk:ed him 
to advise me so that I might record with them some figures 
similar to those proposed j ust now by the Senator from Kansas. 
I think the Senator from Kentucky probably did not hear me. ' 
I hope the Senator from Kansas will take occasion to put such 
figures into the RECORD. I should be obliged to him if he 
would do that later on. 

Mr. BRISTOW. We~ l\Ir. President, if the Senator from 
Montana will yield just a moment--

The PRESIDL~G OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon
tana yield further? 

Mr. WALSH. I yield. 
Mr. BRISTOW. I will say that I do not intend to put any 

such figures in the RECORD. I do not think there is anything 
in such figures-there is no argument in them. They are simply 
ridiculous fulminations that are based upon an entirely errone
ous theory in regard to tariff taxation. 

Mr. WARREN. That is true; but inasmuch as one side has 
been presented it is well enough to look at both sides of the 
picture and compare them. 

Mr. BRISTOW. That is true. 
Mr. WALSH. Now, I ask that the Secretary read the edi

torial which I have sent to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 

the Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows : 

HOW ABOUT WOOL TO.PS ? 
There is a produc~ of wool ILll.Ilufacture called u wool tops.." IIow 

it gained the name of "tops," in the first place. is shrouded in some 
mystery, but during the last 20 years it has demonstrated its right to 
the title by coming out on top at the various revisions of the inde· 
fensible Schedule K. "Wool tops" are the product of the first proc
esses of manufacturing worsted. The cost of turning wool into tops is 
very small compared with the cost of making wool cloth. And yet when 
the Dingley bill was framed in the Senate in 1897 "tops" came out , 
on top with a duty as high as that put on finished cloth. There was a 
scandal over it and it was shown that the pai-d agent of the wool 
manufacturers had gained admittance to the secret se sions of the 
Finance Committee while the Dingley bill was being frumed. Tbe cor
respondence between this agent and his employer wa.s published a::ui 
showed that the agent had received explicit instructions to let the 
comn..ittee know what the employer net!ded on " tops." What he 
"needed" was to have "tops" kept out of the country, and the Dingley 
duty did this most effectively. This is shown by the fact that. although 
more than 200,000,000 pounds of wool was imported in 1910, only 
2,248 pounds was in the form of " tops." This small quantity must 
have been brought in by mistake, for it was valued at only $870, but 
the duty collected was ~1.243. 

That illustrates the way American tarifi's have been framed in the 
past. Are they bcing framed much better now? L-Ook at " tops " in 
the Underwood bill. That Dem-0cratic measure as it passed the House 
last weM put 15 per cent ad valorem on " tops." What does tbat 
mean? The price of foreign "tops" varies from 30 to 70 cents a 
pound. Fifteen per cent is consequently from 4~ to 10~ cents a pound. 
There are plenty of "tops" makers in this country who are looking 
for orders to turn wool into "tops" at 5 to 7 cents a pound, or, say, 
an average of 6 cents a pound. In other words, the Underwood duty 
on "tops" is from 75 to 175 per cent of the American p1ice of con
verting wool into " tops.'~ The Democratic bill that was killed by a 
veto last year put only 5 per cent protection on "tops"; this year the 
.. tops " duty is 15 per cent. 

The House of Representati"rns, ruled by a Democratic caucus. bas 
passed a tariff bill with Schedule K in this indefensible form. Ilave 
our methods of revising tariffs been improved much since 18971 How 
does it happen that "tops" come out on top in 1913? What is the 
connection between legislation and the interests at the present time? 
Is it not time to provide a substitute for the revision of tarlli's in 
sec1·et by C<Jmmittees and th{! party caucus? The American people 
want to know. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, the journal from which the 
· Secretary has just read is published in the city of Boston, the 
center of the wool-manufacturing industry in thi country. The 
paper is an old one, founded in 1833; it is independent in 
politics; it has a circulation of 95,000 daily; and is owned and 
published by Frank A. Munsey. I speak of these matters so 
that the article will not be understood at all to be a party 
expression, nor an expression of anyone in sympathy politically 
with this particular bill. It calls om attention to the fact that 
the subject of tops has furnished scandals heretofore in the 
construction of tariff bills, and we will do well in the prepara
tion of the measure now under consideration to see thut no 
room is given even for a suggestion of the char;icter which the 
editorial com-eys. I opened this discussio.n by remarking that 
the woolgrower, from my point of view, has no interest wlla t
eyer in raising the duty prescribed by the amendment proposed 
by the Senate committee, and I think it can be demonstrated 
upon indubitable grounds that the rate p1·oposed is altogether 
adequate to furnish whatever protection is necessary, even 
from a protective standpoint. 

1\Ir. HUGHES. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon

tana yield to the Senator from New Jer sey? 
l\Ir. WALSH. I do. 
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. Mr. HUGHES. I should like to ask the Senator if it is 
the practice now to scour wool where lt is grown or if it is 
shipped in the grease? 

Mr. WALSH. It is practically all shipped in the grease. 
I desire. Ur. President, to· say that if we accept the declal'a

tion of the 'I'ariff Board in relation to the cost of producing 
tops there is no possibility of escaping the conclusion that 5 
per cent is all the advantage that is necessary to cover any 
difference in. the cost of production here and abroad. I am 
going to trespass upon the patience of the Senate long enough 
to read a few extracts which indicate the views of the Tariff 
Board. From page 640 I read as follows : 

On the other band, the commission rate for combing would. under 
normal conditions, cover not only interest on the plant, but whatever 
profit the comber is able to make besides. To a certain extent the in
terest and profit of the commission comber may be taken to offset 
the greater expense of the spinner who makes his own tops, so that the 
commission rate would approximate the actual net cost of the manu
facturer who carried all the processes through in his own estab
lishment. 

The distinguished Senator from Rhode Island [.Mr. LIPPITT] 
on yesterday thought that it was necessary to add something 
to the cost of making tops as given by the Tariff Board to 
coT"er interest upon the investment and other like expenses; 
but the Tariff Board itself says that all those items are taken 
into consideration by the commission man who does the comb
ing for a fee, and therefore the charges made for custom 
combing necessarily measure the actual cost, and a slight profit, 
of course, is added. The Tariff Board continues: 

Furthermore, the cost per pound of tops will vary according to the 
relative proportion of tops and noils secured from the JJrocess. The 
scale for commission combing in Bradford, England, differentiates its 
charges according to the percentage of the units. For instance, the 
charge for combing merino wools above 56s. quality is 4! cents per 
pound where the proportion of tops to noils is 5 to 1 or over. The 
charge, then, increases as the proportion of noils increases. In gen
eral, however, the proportion of noils is seldom greater than 1 to 5-

So we can u.nderstand that the Bradford charge for combing is 
4! cents per pound for merino wool-
and this may be taken as the regular commission charge for fine quality 
wools. On 56s. quality for "carding crossbreds," corresponding to our 
one-half blood, the charge is 3! cents ; for 50s .. corresponding to three
eightbs blood, 3~ cents ; for 36s. to 46s., equivalent to our low one-quar
ter blood, the charge is 3 cents ; and for low grade prepared, but not 
carded, the rate is 21 or 2?; cents. 

We have the English rate. Now, as to the American: 
There is no standard scale for commission combing in this country. 

The following, however, may be taken as representative charges : Un
washed Territory wools, half blood or above, 7~ cents a pound ; Aus
tralian half blood and merino wools, not finer than 70s. quality, and 
domestic wools, half blood or above, 7 cents per pound ; high-quarter 
blood to half blood, 6 cents (an extra charge is made on unwashed Ter
ritory wools) ; high-quarter blood, 5! cents; quarter-blood and common 
combing wools, 5 cents. 

So that you have the combing charges in this country and in 
England for the purpose of comparison. The board continues : 

In attempting to arrive at the cost of tops from a consideration of 
actual mill records for a given period of time, we have found the widest 
divergencies due to the difference in output. For a six-months period 
in one mill the average cost of production for all tops was only 4.28 
cents per pound, while for another six-months period in the same mill 
running upon practically the same quality of tops the actual average 
cost was 9.37 cents a pound. 

That is, in America. 
The lowest actual cost we have found for making low-quarter bloorl 

tops in any given period was 3.24 cents for a six-months production on 
a greater than normal output. This, however, is an extreme case which 
could seldom be duplicated by any mill even under the most favorable 
circumstances. 

Accordingly, Mr. President, the Tariff Board giT"es us the com
mission charge for combing in this country at 7! cents, running 
from 3i: cents, the lowest cost, up to something in the neighbor-
hood of 11 or 12 cents. . 

That is a matter of no great consequence, :Mr. President. The 
important question is the labor cost, because we ought not to 
impose a tariff here as a premium upon inefficiency of methods. 
If the methods are so inefficient in this country as to increase 
the cost and add another element to the difference, as a matter 
of course no one will assert that we ought to take that into 
consideration; and even if we did the duty provided here would 
be :idequate, as I shall show, e\en to take care of that. 
. - l\Ir. WARREN. l\Ir. President--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from JUon
tana yield to the Senator from ·wyoming? 

l\Ir. WALSH. Yes. 
l\lr. WARREN. Does the Senator think tllat we are so in

efficient as that? 
Mr. WALSH. I certainly do not. I propose to show di

rectly--
l\Ir. \YAililE~. I myself bm·e been rather distressed, I con

f ess. at tlle Yery low estimate which the Senator from Montana 
and the Senator from NcYada (~fr. PITTMAN], who is not now in 
the Chamber, haYe placed upon those who are engaged in the 

woolgrowing arrd the wool-manufacturing industry in this coun
try. I may be wrong, but I have labored under . the impression 
that we had some very skillful men--

Mr. WALSH. l\Ir. President, I must interrupt the Senator. 
Will the Senator ~indly quote anything that I haYe stated to the 
effect that anybody in this country was inefficient or of low 
caliber? 

Mr. WARR.EN. If I understand the English language, the 
Senator was intimating it very broadly when I asked to inter
rupt him. 

Mr. WALSH. I was rea.ding from the· report of the Tariff 
Board; I was not giving my views. 

Mr. WARREN. I think the notes will not show that the Sen
ator was reading at that particular moment from the report of 
the Tariff Board. 

Mr. WALSH. Of course, if the Senator will call my atten
tion to anything that I did say and it does not express my ideas, 
I shalJ gladly withdraw it or say that I was mistaken. 

l\Ir. WARREN. The Senator on yesterday--
Mr. WALSH. I certainly do not care to ham the charge made 

upon this floor that I haye made any intimation of want of 
character or want of efficiency on the part of anybody connected 
with the manufacturing of wool in this country. 

l\Ir. WARREN. I am very glad to have that declaration. 
l\Jr. GALLINGER. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from l\Ion

tan:i. yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
l\Ir. WALSH. I do. 
JU:r:. GALLINGER. l\ir. President, I haye no special interest 

in this schedule beyond believing that there ought to be pro
tection to wool and woolens; but I want, if the Senator will 
permit me, to obserrn that, as I have been listening to this 
debate and to other debates, I have noticed that whene1er a 
question is in controversy Senators quote the Tariff Board. 
That seems to be authority from their point of v]ew. Now, I 
make this observation simply for the purpose of expressing the 
hope that when we get to the final consideration of this bill we 
will create a tariff commission which will be rn.luable to us in 
future deliberations. · 

Mr. WALSH. 1\lr. President, I interject here, before passing 
to the next subject in the argument, that in the practice of the 
law I have nlwayR made it a point to endea\or to establish my 
case, if I could, from e,-idence provided by the other side. I 
feel that the Tariff Board, as was suggested in the discussion 
here the other day, would probably, from the manner in which 
it was constituted, at least present the case not unfa\ora.bly to 
the doctrine of high duties upon these commodities. 

Now let me go on. I was going to say, Mr. President, that in 
the regulation of the rate to my mind practically the only con
sideration which we are entitled to regard with any part'icuiar 
favor is the d]fference in the labor cost of making tops in thi s 
country and abroad. What is the difference? The · Tariff 
Board gives it at 2.68 cents per pound, as shown by the table 
which is giYen at page 642, to which I adverted yesterllny. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, is that both for washing and 
combing? 

Mr. WALSH. For S_?rting, scouring, carding, and combing; 
the elements are all given. I will say now that the usunlly 
accurate Senator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT] was quite in error 
yesterday in suggesting that this was the estimate only for low 
quarter-blood wool. The language of the--

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from :\Ion

tana yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
l\fr. WALSH. I do. 
l\Ir. LIPPITT. I do· not want to interfere with the course of 

the argument the Senator is making on the labor cost, but it is 
necessary, in considering that question, to bear in mind the dis
tinction that is usually made in figures of that kind between 
what is called the direct labor cost and the indirect labor cost. 
If the Senator will look at the table-I think it is on the next 
page-where the board' gi1e the cost of combing tops at 71 
cents, and will figure through to get the labor cost of all items
not merely the direct labor cost, but all the items of labor cost
he will find that they state that the labor cost is 4.27 cents a 
pound, although they do not in~lude in that table any cost for 
sorting or scouring the wool, which is in itself somewhere in the 
neighborhood of H cents a pound. For the purpose of the dis
cussion we are now engaged in, we must have the entire cost 
from the time of purchasing a pound of wool until the top is 
made. That is nowhere gh-en in the Tariff Board report, except 
in a fragmentary way; it is nowhere collected as a whole. I 
merely wanted to make that statement. 

Mr. WALSH. I recall that the Senator said something to 
that effect on yesterday; but I am giving tile Senate the actual 
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labor cost of making top as given by the Tariff Board, embrac
ing .,01·ting, scvuring, carding, and combing. Now, let me con
tinue. They say with respect to this matter : 

The above figuTE.' -
That is the figures 2.68 cents. 
The above figures include tops of fine merino to low quarter bloods. 

Then they continue: 
A comparison of a large number of milts shows this to be true and 

that the general expense and fixed charges are nearly equal to the labor 
co t. so that, excludiilg interel'!t, the cost or tops in a mill running full 
time muy be ta.ken as ranging from 4 to 5 cents per p()und on tops from 
10\V quarter bloods to high quarter bloods. 

.rTow I rend from the next page-
1\Ir. S~IOOT. That was the statement I made yesterday, and 

I read it from the Tariff Board report. 
Mr. WALSH. Yes; I understand. 
Mr. SMOOT. And I do not belie"ve I misquoted a word from 

that report. 
Mr. WALSH. ~Ir. President, on yesterday I said in the course 

of the discussion of this subject by the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. LIPPITT] thnt the Tariff Board gave the labor cost 
of making tops in this country at 2.68 cents, and the Senator 
eIToneously remarked in that connection that that was the cost 
in the case of low quarter bloods only. I am simply endeavor
ing to have the RECORD straight. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have not the REcoIID here, and 
do not know whether it is in the REcoRD this morning or not. 
I wish to say to the Senator, however, that I read from page 
642 of the Ta.riff Board's report, and stated that-

A comparison of a large number of mills shows this to be true, and 
that the general expense ancl fixed charges are nearly equal to tbe 
labor cost ; so that, excluding interest, the cost or tops in a mill 
running full time may be taken as rangfng from 4 to 5 cents a pound 
on tops from low quarter bloods to high quarter bloods. 

The Senator from North Carolina asked me what "low 
quarter bloods 0 and "high quarter bloods" meant. I said it 
was the designation of the grade .of wool taken from certain 
grades of sheep. 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. Now that we have the matter straight. 
let us not follow ft any longer. The Senator was in error in at
taching the comment to which he refers to the figures-2.68-
which I gave. 

Let me continue : 
A comparison of the actual records or two similar plants---0ne in 

England and the other in the United States-showed the combing eost 
for the period of output in que tion (not includlltg sorting) to be Z 
cents in England' and 4.27 cents in this country. The American plant,. 
however, was making a slightly higher grade of tops. From the figures 
in both cases interest and depreciation were deducted, as the English 
char~es were so disproportionately low as to show a difference in book
~eepmg method on these items. 

Another comparison from actual records in England and the United 
States showed for a year's period an average or receipts or 4 cents a 
pound in England end 7 cents a pound In the United States; while the 
pro1lt per pound in the two cases was practically the same, it being 
very close to 1 cent per pound in each case. This ls not an unusual 
profit per pound in England, and in the case just cited it amounted to 
25 per cent of the c0mmission charge in England, as against 14.3 per 
cent ln the United States. 

It ls further interesting to note that the direct labor cost. excluding 
labor for repairs.I. power plant, etc., was in the case or these two plants 
69 cents per lOu pounds In England and $1.76 ln the United States, 
being slightly less than 25 per cent of the total cost in England and 
33 per cent of the total cost in the United States. Other estimates 
were furnished the board in Elngland to the e!Iect that the direct labor 
cost is not more than 20 per cent of the total. 

lli. President, when the total labor com of making a pound 
of tops is 2.68 cents, what shall we say ts the difference in the 
labor cost in this country and in England? If, as I sugge ted 
yesterday, you can get labor in England for one-half what it 
costs here, the difference in the labor cost can not exceed 1! 
cents per pound. 

What will a duty o:f 5 per cent ad valorem produce; that is 
to say, what is the actual import price of tops? The report ac
companying this bill, sent here for our guidance, gh-es the unit 
as something like 80 cents. But we should be entirely wrong 
in assuming that that would be the price were the importa
tions considerable in number. The present rate is and was 
1ntended to be substantially prohibitive. But the Tariff Board 
gives ill! the cost of tops, or what the market price wa·s. 

i\fr. SIMMONS. Let me call the Senator's attention to the 
fact that the 81 cents per pound given as the cost in the tables 
accompanying the bill to which the Senator has referred does 
not include the duty. That is the invoice cost of the product. 

.Mr. WALSH. Certainly. I am speaking of the invoice p:rice. 
At page 645 of the Tariff Board report is a table which gives 

the fluctuations in the cost of tops in this country and abroad. 
The domestic half-bloods sin<:!e 1907 have ranged from 65 cents 
to 80 cents per pound. The dom€stic· three-eighths. b1oods have 
rnnged from about 57 to about 68 cents per pound. The foreign 

three-eighths: bloods' have ranged from 58 to- 13. cents per pound. 
The gene1·al range is from 45 cents for the very lowest grade 
to about f5r cents :tor the very highest grade. 

SO that we have here the actual cost of tops, the foreign 
price and the domestic price. The fo1·eign price is what we at'°e" 
chiefly coneerned in now. That is the inrnice price, which runs 
from 40 cents for the lowest grades up to about 85 to 90 cents. 
for the highest grades, the general average being somewhere
between 60 and 70 cents: per pound, perhaps. 

But let us take the lowest grades, and the duty ellftrge i 5 
per cent of 40" cents, or 2 cents a pound. It must be conceded 
UIJOll this record that the actual cost of producing low-grade 
tops from the low-grade wools does not exceed altogether from 
4 to 5 cents, or possibly as high as 6, and the labor cost is not 
more than 20 per cent of the total cost of the product. So your 
very lowest grades are amply protected by a 5 per cent duty. 

Take the higher grades, commanding 80 cents a pound. Five 
per cent of 80 cents is 4 cents per pound. No one pretends that 
the differenee in the labor cost, or indeed the total labor cost 
for that matter, reaches anything like 4 cents per pound. 

Mr. WARREX Oh, J\.Ir. President I think the Senator should 
tempei· that remark. Men have clanned it. Th~ -senator say 
no one will claim it I do not bell-eve he wants to be :out in 
that pvsition. It has been claimed by a great many men. It 
has been claimed here on tbe floor of the Senate, for that 
matter. 

Mr. WALSH. Perhaps, then, I had better say that it is. 
impossib-le to reach the conclusion from the evidence befo-re us 
that the labor cost in the case of the production of the highest 
grade of tops is greater than 4 cents. 

l\fr. WARREN. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to say 
that I myself a.m neither dis-crediting the Tnri:t'f Board report 
nor run I undertaking to adopt it~ but I do say that in order to 
represent it fully one must take the tables together, as stated 
a moment ago by the Senator from Rhode Island; and if we 
are figuring out tops or anything else we mnst take the different 
sections: together. 

There have heen quotations made from that report by 
vru;ious Senators which remind me of the old saying that yon 
can prove anything, any theory or doctrine, from the Bible 
if you are permitted to select parts of sentences, and so forth. 
But I have. not been able to figure out-and I have submitted 
the matter to a gi-eat many peop!e--any such slight cost as the 
Senator says. 

Will th-e- Senator permit me to go a little further? In opening 
his remarks the Senator cited the Boston J oumal. Of comse 
the Senator will not undertake to say that that is especially a 
wool periodical. 

Mr. WALSH. I did not offe.r it as such. 
Mr. WARREN. It is merely one of the daily papers. I have 

read it, off and on, for a great many years. It changes owner
ship often, and changes its politics and ideas. I do not wonder 
that the Journal should speak of it as a scandal in former 
times when the rate was so yery high, as I quoted it here. It 
was ·rnry much like the shoddy matter- we spoke vf yesterday, 
which was evidently adopted with the idea of keeping out tops-, 
because-

Mr. WALSH. Let me say to tile Sena.tor from Wyoming that 
I really supposed he was going simply to make a remar1t. I do 
not feel as if--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. DO-es the Senator from Mon
tana decline to yield further? 

Mr. WARREN. I do not wish to trespass u_pon the Senator's 
time. 

Mr. WAL-SH. I simply wish to say that it would be scarcely 
fair to get into a long discussion with me- in the midst of my 
argument. 

Mr. WARREN. I myself haye been rather liberal in per
mitting otherS' to- break in on me, but I shall await my time. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President~ inasmuch .as it seems to be 
absolutely clemonsti;ated from the evidence be.fore us that the 
rate carried by this bill is adequate-, I wish to direct attention 
for a few mo-ments to a consideration of the- persons who will 
get the benefit of any increase over the rates provided by the 
amendment proposed by the Finance Committee. The fact is 
that if they are not the exclusive manufacturers, P.l'acticailY. 
the only firms manutactnring tops for commercial purpo es in 
this coun:tr-y are the Arlington Mills and the American Woolen 
Co. They manufacture them for sale to other spinners and 
weavers. 

In the- years 1895 and 1896 the Arlington Mills, with which 
Mr. William Whitman, prominent fni connection with tariff I 
legislation for 40 years, wag intimately associated, c~mstructed : 
what he represented, and accurately, to-o, in a letter to Mt". 
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Dingley, to be an enormous · mill for the manufacture of tops. 
The way in which lie came to build that mill contains an im
pre ·iye lesson to us in connection \'iith this tariff measure. 

'l'he Wilson bill of 1894 had been passed, reducing ·materially, 
as does this bill, the dutie upon manufactured woolens. It 
then became necessnry for the Arlington Mills to look about 
to see whether new economie could not be introduced into the 
business in oTtler that they might meet the conditions which 
then confronted them. The result was that the Arlington Mills 
were constructed. Mr. Whitman was the chief factor in that 
great work, and he naturally felt \ery proud of it. He had 
e\ery cause to be. He felt so proud of it that he wrote a book 
about it, called Tops, a copy of which I have on my desk before 
me. '.rhe considerations that prompted the establishment of 
that mill are set forth as follows in the book : 

The management of the Arlington Mills was first brought to the 
investigation of the foreign methods of specialization in the summer of 
1894, when leg-islation was pending to remove the duty on foreign 
wool, !l.Ild otherwise so to change the status of the manufacture as to 
a.mount to an economic revolution. It appeared necessary to prepare 
to adapt American methods to new conditions ; and the treasurer of 
the Arlington Mills visited Europe during the summer in question and 
acquired all t he information possible upon the system of manufact bring 
them prevailing. He became convinced that to secure the best possible 
results in this country radical changes were necessary, beginning at the 
very foundation. It w ag made clear to him that tbe most successful 
combed-wool manufacture rs abroad depended primarily upon the cheap
ness and perfection with which their wool tops were produced, and 
also that this cheapness nnd perfection combined were only possible 
when the manufacture was specialized on a large scale. 

And therefore the mills were built. He imys further concern
ing their capacity: 

It is calculated that there can be delivered from this building, 
with these improved expediting processes, 300,000 pounds of tops 
a week, requiring for their prcduction between 600,000 and 800,000 
pounds of greasy wool per week. The top mill is thus capable of 
com::uming the entire wool clip of the States of Ohio and California, 
which, next to Texa::i, are the two largest woolgrowing States of the 
Union. The fleeces of 20,000 shee~ will pass through its machinery 
every day that it is in full operat10n. Its capacity is equal to one
eigbth of the total wool clip of the United States. 

1\Ir. President, the connection of l\.fr. Whitman with the duty 
upon wool tops is a matter which has been presented to this 
body upon a number of occasions. The letters which passed 
between him and Mr. North, who was introduced into the 
prinicy of the Senate Finance Committee while it was engaged 
in the prepara tion. of the Din.gley bill, were read by the Sen
ator from .Missouri [Mr. REED] at an early stage of the con
,sideration of this bill. I do not purpose to go over those letters 
now, but I am going to invite the attention of this body to some 
further revelations in relation to that matter which ha\e lately . 
come to the attention of the public. 

Before going into that I wish to refer to -these letters, show
ing the individual and personal interest of Mr. Whitman in this 
particular schedule. 

In a letter to Mr. North, under date of April G, 1897, he said: 
Mr. North, no change ought to be made in the top schedule. It 

is right just as it s tands. It is an enormous reduction from the 
McKinley law. No possible legislation in connection with the woolen 
)Schedule could be so dangerous to the woolen industry as legislation 
that would favor the importation of tops. and all the representatives 
Of the woolgrowers would oppose legislation that would in any way 
favor the importation of tops. 

Of course they would, under a system pursuant to which 
wool is not admitted free. 

I depend upon you to look out for my interest in this regard. You 
know how anxious J have been that tops should be made dutiable at 
less rates than the McKinley law, and you also know bow important 
.ft is, not only to me but to the whole worsted industry of the United 
Slates, that such rates of duty should be imposed upon tops as will 
enable them to be made here and not be imported from foreign coun
tries. If there is a. single point in reference to this that you do not 
understand, you ought to communicate with me at once, so that it may 
be explained. There would be no difficulty in my satisfying the mem
ber of t he ubcommittee on this point, and if there is the slightest 
danger of any change I must see these gentlemen before it is too late. 

If they underst and the mutter properly, they will make no change. 
The pro~perity of the woolen industry in this country depends wholly 
upon the abllity of the domestic manufacturers to manufacture the tops 
here. ·what u ridiculous position we \Yould be in undet· any legislation 
that would fayor importing tops and discontinuing making them here. 

A little explanation of this matter is necessary. Under the 
Dingley law tops fell under a clause which proyided for a duty 
upon all manufactures of ,..,-ool adrnnced in any degree beyond 
the scour.ing stage. Mr. Whitman thought it would be advisable 
to haye a paragraph dealing specifically with tops. He proposed 
such a measure, and it was included in the bill; but when it 
came to the Senate, for rensons which will be adverted to at 
""Orne other time, when I hope to nclclre~s the Senate at length 
upon this subject, it mis (!XCised, and the pronsion in the Mc
Kinley bill was incorporated in the Dingley bill. 

When llle bill got into conference Mr. 'Ylli twnn was exceed
ingly solicitous aml anxious indeed about the proyision which 

coyered the subject of tops, and he . wrote Mr. North as fol
lows-I read only the postscript of a letter dated July 10, 1 97: 

P. S.--1 am unable to go to Washington an(l have no one to look out 
for my interests there but yourself, and I <]~pend upon you. Of course 
Messrs. Aldrich and DJ.ngley will do all they can, but I depend upon your 
letting them know what I need. I depend upon you . Dress good , 
yarns, and tops. 

So, Mr. President, we haYe learned, I think, who the people 
are. who are. most vitally interested in the duty upon tops, for 
which such a struggle is made upon this floor. But a thin;; to 
which I desire to inYite attention now, which was revealetl a 
long time ago, is that this same Mr. North, who at that time 
was secretary of the National Association of Wool 1\Ianufnctur
ers, drawing from that organization., which was -,itally inter
ested in this wool schedule, a salary of $4,000 a year, was o 
fortunate as to have his services in the Finance Committee so 
highly appreciated by his employers that a number of them 
gathered together and made him a gift of 5,000 shortly after 
the passage of the Dingley Act. In further appreciation of his 
arduous work they increased his salary on the 1 t of J.a.n.uary 
following, 1898, from $4,000 to $6,000 a year. He drew that 
salary of $6,000 during the year 1898. At about that time a 
very determined effort was made by Mr. Whitman to ha Ye this 
man Installed in the responsible position of Director of the 
Census. It was unavailing. But in the month of July of the / 
year 1898, while he was still drawing a salary of $G,OOO a year 
from the National Association. of Wool Manufacturers he bad 
friends powerful enough to secure him the place of chairman of 
the Industrial Commission recently created. He held that po
sition for about a year, when, in 1899, although it was felt 
that a man directly interested in any statistics that would be 
prepared that would be made the basis of future tariff legisla
tion should not be installed in the position of director he was 
made chief statistician of the Census. He held that' position 
until the year 1903, when he became Director of the Census. 
Mind you, all this time he was drawing a salary of $4,000 a 
year from the National Association of Wool Manufacturers, 
drawing meanwhile a salary from the Federal Government in 
these responsible positions. 

1\fr. Whitman Yery frankly admitted upon the witness stand 
that while Mr. North was thus engaged in aid of the majority 
members of the Senate Finance Committee, if he was, in fact, 
then in the employ of the Federal Government, it would be 
utterly wrong for him to convey to Mr. Whitman or to anyone 
else from day to day the transactions of that committee. His 
actions in that regard were, however, excused upon the ground 
that he was not in the employ of the Government at all and 
was receiving no compensation from it. Yet it was disclosed 
.that although he got no salary from the Go...-ernment for his 
services, his daily expenses all of the time he was thus em
ployed, his living expenses here, and his transportation from 
this city to the city of Boston and back were all paid out of 
the Treasury, and the vouchers are on file in the office of the 
Secretary of the United States Senate. 

So I say we ought to regard with a great deal of care and a. 
great deal of caution any suggestion that the duty on tops 
ought to be elevated to 15 per cent, or anything like 15 per 
cent, or anything in advance of the rate proposed by the Senate 
Finance Committee, which is entirely adequate, as appears from 
the record made by the Tariff Board, to take care of this par
ticular item. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I am sorry to see that the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH] has allowed the old an<l 
reasonable prejudice, if prejudice is ever reasonable. created 
by the old very high ·rates on tops, to ihfiuence him as far as 
it seems to have done. The rates at the time of which he has 
spoken were 24i cents per pound plus 30 per cent ad valorem 
on one class of tops and 36! cents per pound plus 30 per cent 
on another, which is quite different from 1i cents to 4 cents 
per pound, as proposed by the present measure under the 
amendment of the Senate committee, which is only 5 per cent 
ad valorem. 

I hope the Senator will permit me to refer for a moment to 
an interruption of yesterday with which the Senator fa>ored 
me when I had the floor, in which .he inquired just when I 
lrnd changed my mind and consented to the idea that we could 
submit to a lower tariff rate on wool and woolens. I could 
hardly see how that information would be necessary to the 
Senator or how it bore on the question then at issue, and, of 
course, I was not willing to consider that it was thrown in to 
embarrass me; but I could not help thinking at the time how 
natural it is for us to change our minds. Sometimes it become 
\ery evident that new conYerts are n goo<l de!ll more rndical 
than the old-timers when a man clinnges llis religion or his 
politics or his ideas on finance or public economy. 
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The · Senator if 1 remember rightly-and J · think I have the 

documents her~participated with -the Wool Growers• Associa
tion I think at Helena, the capital of his great State, when it 
met' in 1908, just before the matter of the Payne-Aldrich tariff 
bill was to come up in the Congress of the United States. He 
was there made a member of the committee on resolutions, per
formed his duty very satisfactorily, and, as I learn. ma~e 
quite an extended, and, as he always does, able speech. His 
partner-I" belie·rn it was his partner, l\Ir. Penwill-was also 
there, and participated. As I am informed, they unanimously 
adopted, among other resolutions, this one: 

Resolt:ed, That we approve the present tariff on wool and hides, 
nnd deprecate any attempt to alter or modify the same. 

This was the Dingley tariff bill. 
l\Ir. Presiclent, as Montana is a ne1gbboring and adjoining 

State and as she has industries that lie alongside and are 
similar to those of Wyoming, and undoubted·ly these two are 
the two greatest wool and sheep growing States in the Union, 
I naturally looked with much interest to what was done at 
that meeting. • 

In my duties here in the consideration of the various meas
ures that come up, while I always wish to be first for the coun
try at large, I ne·rnrtheless think it is no discredit to be espe
cially anxious to provide for the State I ha•e the honor in part 
to represent and those near it, and especially those interested 
in the same lines of business. 

Standing as I did here, backed up ty a resolution from a 
committee made up from both Democratic and Republican 
members, of which the Senator from Montana was a most dis
tinguished Democratic member, and a greatly honored member, 
I, with others, stood by the tariff bill as they asked us to stand 
by it. 

It is difficult to say just when a man changes his mind, as I 
explained yesterday; but while the Senator was asking me 
when I changed my mind, possibly he would have been willing 
to tell us rrhen he changed his. At that time I was in a re
sponsible position' here, and if he had changed his mind soon 
enough and had informed me then of a different opinion, I 
might haye Yoted differently on the duty on tops, which were 
at the extra•agant figure I ha•e read-more than fifteen times 
as high as in this bill. It is always honorable to change one's 
mind. 

I am sorry that in thus changing his mincl the Senator has 
become embittered, as it seems to me-and I say it with all re
spect-against the item of tops, because, forsooth, in times past 
it has been an article of scandal, and there haye been personal 
differences, and e•en while I do ~lot charge it, disreputable prac
tices. I ha•e no interest in all or any of that. 

I ha•e no interest whate•er in wool manufacturing and no 
interest in tops except for the woolgrower. I plead for them 
now. If the Senator thinks that his State believes that there 
should be no tariff' on wool, of cours2 he is in the right path to 
take the course he does. But I beg to say that I have given 
the matter great attention. I ha•e heard from a great many 
of our woolgrowers; I read the papers that come from Mon
tana; I read the obsenations that are made on the actions of 
their Sena.tors here. I am always pained to see anything that 
is not commendatory. I do not believe that woolgrowers as a 
whole, in that State -or any other, feel as the Senator does 
about it-that the woolgrowers are in no danger because of the 
small 5 per cent tariff duty on tops. 

Mr. SMOOT n.nd Mr. JAMES addressed the Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. Mr. President, I do not intend to keep the 

Senator from Kentucky off the floor for many minutes. 
.Mr. JAMES. Go ahead. 
Mr. S.MOOT. I do not propose to say very much upon this 

top question at this particular time. I will, however, when I 
di cuss the substitute that I have proposed for this schedule, 
go into that question in detail. 

As the distinguished Senator from Montana. has read a news
paper article taken from the Boston Journal in relation to the 
top question and the duties required upon that article, stating 
that the Journal was established in 1893 as I heard it, I can not 
b.elp but take the time of the Senate long enough to read what 
the Wool Record, of Bradford, England, thinks upon this sub
j ect. 

I know that it is yery unpopular at this time to have an 
American citizen who may be interested in any kind of business 
ha•e anything whatever to sny ::ibout the rates in a tariff bill." 
The importers and foreign manufacturers are the ones listened 
to to-day. I want to read from the ·wool Ilecord, and I wish 
to say to the Senators that the Wool Record ·was established in 

the year 1837, nearly 00 years before the Boston Journal mis 
established . 

.!\Ir. WALSH. No; the Boston J ournal was established in 
1833. It beat it by four years. 

Mr. SMOOT. 'l'he Wool Record is located at Bradford, the 
great wool center of England. The Boston Journal, as the 
Senator said, is located at Boston, one of the great wool cen
ters of the United States. I will read the editorial of this great 
journal in its issue of July 3, 1913. I receiYed it from Eng
land but a few days ago. 

The cable intelligence that the Democratic caucus ha>e decided to 
recommend a further reduction in the duties appertaining to Scbetlule 
K, and to place tops, noils, wastes, and. blankets .on the f1:ee list has 
this week formed the subject of much di. cus ion m wool circles, both 
in London and Bradford, and visions both bright and otherwise have 
been seen. We cert:!inly think that the news need not be taken ~oo 
seriously. Of course, some are for and others are against. such 3: bill, 
but we doubt if these partly and fully manufactured articles will be 
placed on such a favorable footing. If ~uch. a thing had to happel?- as 
that tops should be put on the free llst, it ·would mean v.ery httle 
wool being shipped to the United States, the bulk of American users 
preferring the combed article. It is bard to concei>e that even the 
Democratic section of tbe House of Representatives would favor such 
a move, for it would at once bring to a complete standstill a. good deal 
of American textile machinery, besides leading to the throwmg out of 
work of a large number of employees. Even with only a 15 per cent 
duty on tops, Jarge shipments of that commodity are certain to be 
made, for we can not see tbat the United States top makers can suc
cessfully compete with Bradford firm;;; on so low a duty. We are con
vinced that whatever duties ultimately become law, a big trade is going 
to be done in something, and everything seems to indicate that large 
shipments will be made in practically all lines of wool and textiles. 
Naturally the idea of placing tops on the free list finds no appro~l 
among American wool buyers in Coleman Street, .for they .see that. it 
will be impossihle to produce tops on anything hke a basis at which 
Bradford top makers will be able to offer them. 

l\Ir. President, that is the latest issue of the Wool Record 
that I ha•e received, and it says that eyen with 15 per cent 
duty there will be large quantities of tops imported into this 
country. 

At this time I am not going into the question of the Tariff 
Board's report and show by it the actual difference of cost of 
making tops in this country compared with that of making them 
in foreign countries, but when I do I do not propose to take 
the lowest priced top made in this country and compare it with 
the highest priced made in a foreign country. 

I received · 1ast night the quotations on tops at Bradford, 
England. With wool the highest it has been for years on ac
count of the shortage of the wool crop of last year of 240,000,000 
pounds, tops are quoted to-day at Bradford, England at from 
30 cents to about 62 cents per pound. A great quantity of tops 
that would be shipped into this country would be the grade of 
tops that would produce the number of yarns ..that enters into 
the great bulk of the goods made in this country. All will con
cede that to be a fact, and the Bradford price would be from 
35 to 40 cents per pound on this class of tops. Five per cent 
on 35 cents is H cents a pound, ancl. 5 per cent upon 40 cents is 
2 cents a pound. 

The Senator wanted us to beliern that the only difference in 
the cost of producing tops in this country and in England was 
the cost of labor. Mr. President, that can not be true. There is 
not a mill that does not cost more to erect in this country than 
it costs in England. All the machinery that is used for the 
manufacturing of tops costs more in this country than in Eng
land. The interest upon the increase of both is a charge 
against the cost of tops. The incidental expenses, the interest 
charges, the overhead charges, and all the expenses incident to 
maintaining and running an establishment of that kind are 
higher in this country than they are abroad. All these things 
must be taken into consideration instead of merely the ques
tion of the difference in the cost of labor in arriying at the dif
ference of cost of making tops . 

Therefore, l\Ir. President, I belie•e that with the 5 per cent 
duty upon tops it will not only allow tops to be imported into 
this country in great quantities, displacing American wool, but 
it will ha>e an effect upon the price paid for American wool, 
for every poup.d of ·tops that is imported into this country means 
tlle displacement of at least 3 pounds of American wool in the 
grease ; and if they can be imported for less than they can be 
made here, just the amonnt that they can be imported less 
than they can be made here in this country will affect the price 
of American wool. 

The American woolgrower has but one market, and that 
market is the woolen manufacturer in this country. If he is 
placed in a position where he can not purchase wool, of course 
it is going to affect the price that the farmer r eceives for that 
article. 

I suppose there is nothing that can be said or no plea which 
can be made by any human being that will change the ·mind 
of the committee reporting this amendment into the Senate. 
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Mr. THO:\IAS. No; we are ready to voter ~ wool,. and he still' imposes· a ta.x: upon every paund of wacl that 
.Mr. S)JOOT. The Senator fTOm Colorado shakes his henfi. . is CfillSUIDed by the people> o-f that Sfafe.. In13tead of 1reiieving 

and suys, " ... To; we are ready to vote."y We have heard that : tne· peo-10Ie of' KanStLS: fi-om the- tar.t that is: iml){)Sed upon the 
statement in this Chamber beginning the very first day tbat The , do.thing that they . wear, he takeg from fh;em the protection 
bill was discussed and repeated until this moment, when the fto.m the product which they,> produce and reta.ins the tax upon 
Senator from Colorado: reiterates it, positive of his position" . the clothing tfia1i they wear. 
knowing that be has the votes back of him to force it thuough,. : And because some o:Jf ns cuntend thati the man who p:roouces 
no matter wllat the result may be to the- farmer~ the wocl,.. the wooll should be treatetl with as mum eonsitlera:tion as the 
grower, or the m::rnufacturer e>f. this coimtry. man who takes the wErol rnr4 wea>es it into elo-th o-r transforn1s 

l\Ir. JAMES. Mr. President, I placed in the REOOBn. about an it info a garment, the senator assumes to· reprimand us for such 
hour since a table showing the number &f sheep produced in the an attempt. This schedule, from the time· the wool leaves the 
various States and the number of pounds of wool produced farmer's hands until it is consumed and worn out by his family, 
and the number of pounds of wool consumed. I then. answered there is a protective- tax imposed upon every p1iEJCess>. Every man 
some questions submitted. by the Senator fr<>m Utah and some who touches it from the day that H leaves. the fa.rm until it 
other Senators, and the Senator frmn M~ntana [Mr. WALSH]" goes into- the gutter has- a protective dut;y on his: work: The 
took the ftoo:r and I went down to eat lunch. The Senator from only man wh<> is not given consideration in: the handling o:lt 
Kansas rose and made this ohservatfon: · wool is the man wh-0 grows the shee.J] upon tlle American farm~ 

I see the Senator from Kentucky {Mr. J'AMEsJ bas escaped. I de- ?lirr LAN1il. l\.:f.L President--
sired to make an mterragatory o:f him before he left. . The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the- Senato-ir from Knnsas 

Mr. President, I am frank to admit tlrnt if I had known the yield to the Senator from Oregon?• 
S'enator from Kansas was going to. speak perhaps. I should h!Ive- · Mr~ BRISTOW. I do. 
escaped. I do Rot think he ought to fin.cl fault with anyone wha ' Ml!. LA1 E. l should like to- say that I am heeo.ming con
s.eeks refuge from the Chamber when he proceeds to sperur. _fused in thiSJ a:rgnm.ent. Yesterd:a:y: I heard~ or thought I di~ 
Bu:t he ought not to have charged me at that partienlar moment an 3:.dvertisemen.t spread into the: RErom> by the Senator from 
with fleeing from the Chamber· bemuse of the fact that I Pennsylvania [1\11·~ PENIWSE] showing that tl'le woolen manu:fuc
fea:red he intended. to speak or propoun.d a question to. me. l turcrs of England' were going to malte; llrill onslaught in this 
had no idea or it. The truth of it is the question he propounded country with :manufactured woolen articles and that the :result 
is not a new one witb the Senntar. It wn:s prop"unded to ~ was going to be disastrou to the American people-; ruid here 
yesterdoy by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN].. . at th.is time we hear the Seru tor TIQ:m Kansas. state th-e oppo-

But the question he wanted to ask me was this, th.at US' I had . site- 0£ that. I say I am bec()ming confused. 
made it easy for the- people in his· State and in mine- to lmow Mr. BRISTOW~ The Senator need nm become confused as 
how many pon:nds of wool were produced there, to know ho . to what I ha'\'e said. I am not complaining of the duties fixed 
many pounds of wool bad to be: imported, ii any, to supply the upon the clothing he1·e, and I am not asking th.at they be in
people there, I should have also supplied a table showing the creased'.. I am not eomplaining fielie that the- manrrfaeturer of 
nllillb.eT' of manufacturers of clothing in· the various StaiteS', and woolen goods has not been properly protected. I do not know 
then the number of pro-ple who wear clothes~ whether he ha.s or not.· but this I do kntJw,, tl4<tt he bas. been 

Mr. President, I should be ve1-y glad to do _that. ~ sh~d. be , given consideration,, he has not been pfac.ed on the n-ee list, 
very glad to submit such a fable. The Senator can da rt him- and I have been arraigned hfil'e because. I am c.o:ntending. that 
self, but if he will not do it, I am williDg to do .it for film-to the. farmer has as much right fo consideration from the Ameii
take this bill under consideration in the Semute :ind to show. the' can Congress as the· m:umfac.turer wh0: take the farm product 
rates of the present law tJP<lU woolen clothes and t0i show the as his raw. material and begins to tran-s:f.orm it into other 
reduction. made upon those same articles- in our bill, a red11etion products. 
from 100 andi more per ce:i:¢ down to an average oi: 25 per cent.. When the wool is taken to the facto1·y the first process is to 

I run w11.ling to lenve to the people of Kans< s or Kentncliy, wash it ruid get the grease out o:f it. and tlre mrrn who w::rshes 
o:rr any other State in the American Uni~ wlk'tt they shall say ' it and takes the grease out Cl!f it is· given a prutecti'rn· duty ot" 
on a vote that will be ca.st against this bill for the maintenanc 1D per cent on the laho:r- he- expends in takfng tfie grease out of 
of the existing rates of the pl'esent law. . that wool. Th.en it is combed into what they call tops that we 

~ow take the State of Kansas.. KaRSas ill 1910. accoi.'ding tQ' ; have been hearing so muc-ll about thI morning .. and the man 
the census, had L690 940 people. She produced 1.312.,000 pounds . who produces the tops from the wool ha in this bHl a pro
o1 wool and her people consumed 10$29,.00'4! po-unds: of woolr tective ·duty of 5 per· cent. It is con.tended here by men who 

In othe1" words; there: ha.d to be imported into the State at claim ta be experts that that is• not enoug1:r. I do not know 
Kansas 9,500,00-0 pounds of wool more than was produced there whmhe1· if Is or no.t, but h-e gets a duty; tl':wugh it may be 
in order to supply the i:nhn.bitants. of that State. smn:IJ. he gets sumething. 

I put this in the Itrcruw in order to make it easy for the Sen- And then you go to yarn, and this 1llil g,fveS' the m:l.II who-
ato:v from Kansas to point ont to the people the potmds of wool; , takes the tops a.Rd tr::rnsformg them Into. yrum 15 per eent pro
prooueed tbere,. the pounds of wool consumed by thepeo:p-Iethere,. tection for his work and Jabor. 
and tben let him figure up for that constituency that ha.ve to "rh'efl the next step- is tlm DJ.D.king o:t cloth knit fabrics, and 
pay this burden just how. much additional tax he- places upon so forth, and tlle man who· ta.1..-es" the- ya:rn and transforms i:t 
them in vrder to give protection, as- he c.fillg it to an industry into cl'oths and! knit fabrics gets' 65 per cent in thfs bill. I 
that had, in 1910, mooo sheep, or an average o:t lt sh-eep to- presume tha:t that 35 per cent represents same of the tax tlmt 
each farmer. has been laid upon the yarns ai:rcl the tops. In that 35 per cent 

'J.'here is not a great civ11.iz.ed government in this world th-at I suppose is included some compensation to the- man who weaves
cloe-s" not place wool npon the free list. It is a great ba.s:ie the cloth for the tax that htts been paid upon the yrum from 
product, n.nd eyery time you give a protective tariff lJP€Jil w<rol which the eiofu i~ ~de:. Ii'" the Senators l'ogtC' is. good as to 
yon give to the manufactm-er a compensatory duty of four tn the farmer-that 1s., ii a duty on raw wool increases the duty, 
one upon the cloth. and all of it ba.s to be paid by the peo:pie to be placed on cloth because it has ta lie carri.ed into the cloth 
who. use the product of the wool industry~ . duty as a compensatory duty-the same- ought to be true as to 

Mr. President, it might a.lso be asked of the Senator from the duty on yaims and topS'. He therefore pnts a higher duty. 
Knnsns why his party provides a tariff upon cotton clothes on the cloth been.use there is a duty on the-y::trn and the tops. 
and places cotton upon the free list. This b-ill places the great Mr. JAMES. Will the Senntor yield a moment? 
necessities of life upon the free list and the Senator can not Mr. BRISTOW. From his point of view, therefore, should he 
make me shrink from a compatison of the nmnber of factories: not take the duty off the yarn because by so doing ·he could 
and those who consrune clafues, as provided'. by this bill trader reduce the duty an cloth? 
consideration. I\Ir. JAl\fES. Why did not!. the Senator follow that polky. 

But I beg only that accompanying that shall be the rates e>f upon cotton cloths when bis side- of th.e Chamber were making 
the existing law and the proposed rates of this bill rund then a ta1"ifr? With the ootrt:on of the farm hnrtfer to produce than 

· let the American people say whether or not a vote cast against woul, in ::r hotter climate, under circumstances where toil is 
this bill is a proper one. really burdensome, why was it the Sena.tor put cotton on the 

.Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky free Iist and p.111 a fax npon the-· :manBfactn:red p:rodnci?. · 
has. very kindly stated, and I presume with aeeuracy, the nmn- . Mr. BRISTOW. Because the American people· produee more 
ber of. pounds of wool that are produced in the State of KansM, cotton than any other oountry in the- we>rld and export over a 
and then ha.s estimated the numb.er of pounds af wo&l that are milli@n pouna.s-, and it would no-t have- done- him any good to 
consumed in the form 'of clothing by the people of tlla.t State>. put it thei:e. 

I desire to say to him that in this l>il1 he- rem~ves th.e tax I Mr. J'AMES. I have· heard it stated hem seve-raJ timeH, and 
that would serve as a protection for the men who produce the· ha\e heard it advocated in the other House, that if there was a 
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tariff upon a certain character of cotton produced in this coun
try-long staple cotton, sea-island cotton-it would mean many 
million dollars to those who raise cotton in this country. 

l\Ir. BRISTOW. I have not given that careful consideration, 
but it might be to the interest of this country to put a tariff on 
the long-staple cotton. I am not ready to · say it would; I 
would want to girn it consideration. If it is for the best interest 
of our country to place it there, I would vote for it without any 
hesitation. 

l\lr. S~100T. I suppose the Senator remembers very well 
that there was an amendment offered to the Payne-Aldrich bill 
placing a duty upon that ~me class of cotton, and it would 
have been placed upon that class of cotton in the Payne-Aldrich 
bill if it had not been for the Democratic vote on the other side 
of the Chamber. 

l\lr. JAMES. It is the first time that I have heard that the 
Democrats were in control of the Senate until the 4th of last 
March. I thought the Republican Party had been in control of 
the Senate for the last 16 years. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I will advise the Senator 
that if it hacl not been for Democratic votes many of the duties 
concerning which he complains in the present law would not 
ha-rn been there, and one of them was a duty on iron ore. 

Mr. JAMES. I can tell the Senator another thing--
~!r. BRISTOW. Iron ore was placed on the dutiable list by 

·Democratic votes in this Chamber, and the present. chairman 
of the Committee on Finance cast one of them. 

l\Ir. JA.MES. It is the first time that I have heard that the 
majority party undertook to escape its responsibility by trying 
to throw the burden upon the minority · party, but the Sena
tor--

l\lr. BRISTOW. Oh--
Mr. JAMES. Just a moment. I want to say to the Senator 

that if the people had not elected a majority of Republicans to 
the Senate four years ago there would not have been on the 
statute books this iniquitous and burdensome tariff law that 
robs ninety-nine men in America for the benefit of one. -

Mr. BRISTOW. It may be that the Senator is not advised 
as to the revision of the tariff in 1909, but I think he is; and 
I think the Senator knows that when some of us were fighting 
here for reduced duties and against duties that we did not 
believe were justified, we would have been successful if the 
Democratic Party~Democratic Senators, I should say; I am 
not charging this to the Democratic Party or to the Republican 
Party; I am talking about conditions as they exist-if Demo
cratic Senators had not voted for duties then which they are 
denouncing now. As I say, the duty on iron ore is one of them 
and lumber was another. 

l\fr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from Kansas yield to me? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 

yield to the Senator from Illinois? 
. Mr. BRISTOW. I yield to the Senator for a moment. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I am ready, Mr. President, to accept the 

statement made by Senators who represent the adverse party. 
,The conditions governing the production of sea-island cotton, 
in my judgment, have now reached a stage that, in order 
to properly grow and market the sea-island cotton in this coun
try, some fair degree of protection ought to be put upon it; 
and I will announce in the presence of Democratic Senators 
that I am ready, if they will add a paragraph 'bf that kind to 
the bill, to Yote for adequate protection of sea-island cotton now 
and hereafter. I believe that would be just. I happen to have 
had occasion at one time in my life to look into the matter, 
and I believe if the Senator from Kansas had the information 
which some of us possess on that question he would answer 
in the affirmatiye as readily as have I. 

Mr. STONE. Now, Mr. President, I should like to dispose 
of these two paragraphs. 

1\fr. BRISTOW. l\Ir. President-----4 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas has not 

yielded the floor. 
Mr. BRISTOW. I am not through at all, I wish the Senator 

to understand. I have a few more things which I expect to 
say. I believe I had reached the production of cloth, upon 
which a duty of 35 per cent is imposed by this bill. 

We next come to blankets, upon which a duty of 25 per cent 
is imposed. I suppose the committee found it necessary to put 
a duty of 25 per cent upon blankets because there is a duty 
upon yarns. Of course if there had been no duty upon yarns 
or upon tops it would not have been necessary to impose a 
duty of 25 per cent upon blankets; but imposing a duty upon 
the raw material out of which the clcths and blankets are 
made-that is, the yarns-it is necessary to impose a higher 
duty on the cloth and blankets, in order to compensate the 

manufacturer of blankets and of cloth for the duty that he has 
to pay when he buys his yarns. 

l\Ir. JAMES. We put some blankets upon the free list, as 
the Senator from Kansas doubtless has obsened. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I notice that there are some few, which are 
probably made mostly of cotton. 

Mr. SMOOT. That was a political rate. 
Mr. JAMES. All of yours were political rates. 
Mr. BRISTOW. Now, we come to women's and children's 

dress goods, and upon women's and children's dress goods the 
committee find it desirable to impose a duty of 35 per cent 
ad valorem-quite a comfortable duty, more than a third of the 
value. I suppose that this duty of 35 per cent is found neces
sary because of the duty imposed upon yarns from which the 
cloth and the dress goods are made. So, in order to protect 
the manufacturer of yarns, a higher duty-a duty of 3o per 
cent-is imposed upon the clothes which the women and chil
dren wear. 

Then we come to ready-made clothlng. As to the millions of 
pounds of cloth-if I may ha>e the attention of the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. JAMES] about this matter, in which he 
has become so interested in regard to the people of Kansas
as to the millions of pounds of wool which the people of Kansas 
have consumed, every pound of it is burdened by a tax put 
there by the Senator from Kentucky by his vote and which now 
meets his approval. There is a compensatory duty imposed on 
every pound of this clothing because the Senator from Ken
tucky found it necessary to give a protective duty to the mann
facturer of yarn; but he holds up his hands in horror when a 
Senator from Kansas asks that the producer of wool be treated 
with the same consideration with which the Senator from Ken
tucky has treated the manufacturers of cloth and of yarn. 

You can go through this bill and take up every item and every 
paragraph in it that relates to farm products and that principle 
prevails, and there is no schedule that manifests more clearly 
its indefensible discrimination than does Schedule K. 

Schedule K was attacked by a great Senator, Mr. Dolliver, 
upon this floor four years ago, and his speech on that occasion 
has had many feeble imitations here since this session began. 
Many Senators have tried to pattern after it and have read 
into the RECORD the same letters, have undertaken to formulate 
the same denunciations against Schedule K, and yet these same 
Senators in this bill take those reductions off the protection 
which the farmer got in Schedule K of the present law and 
mighty little of it off of the protection which the manufacturers 
got in that law. When you deduct from this measure the duty 
on wool and the compensatory duties that were imposed ou 
cloth and clothing because of that duty on wool, which it was 
alleged simply made the manufacturer good, 1you leave the 
actual protective duties to the manufacturer very much where 
they were. 

I am not one who believes that those compensatory duties that 
were imposed in Schedule K of the present law were justified; 
I do not believe that they were imposed in a proper way; I 
think they were far greater than they ought to have been; but 
when you take them out and come to the protective duties pure 
and simple which are gi\en the manufacturers in this bill the 
reductions are not so important · as to justify the proud boast 
that we have so frequently heard by the friends of this meas
ure. So that the burden of the reduction which is claimed here 
is taken not from the manufacturer but from the producer of 
wool itself. 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH] spoke with force 
and commendable emphasis in denouncing the connection of Mr. 
North with the making of the tariff bill four years ago, but I 
have not been much interested in the discussion of Mr. North's 
connection with the tariff bill since the exposition made by 
former Senator Dolliver, of Iowa, because the power which 
he exhibited in exposing the scandal connected with that has 
never been approached by any Senator upon this floor. It is 
only the Senators who have come into the Chamber since that 
speech was delivered who have ever presumed to follow it up 
and to undertake to imitate it. 

I invite the attention of the Senator from Montana, who has 
so vigorously denounced Mr. North, to the fact that this bill, 
which he is supporting with such earnestness, preserves a pro
tective duty upon every item in which Mr. North was interested. 
There is not a manufacturer whom Mr. North represented here 
or anywhere else who has not a protective duty in this bill on 
the product which he turns from his looms. The only man who 
greatly suffers from the action of the framers of this bill is the 
producer of wool, ill whom l\Ir. North has no interest. 

Mr. President, I did not expect to discuss the wool tariff. 
The duty on wool is not one that touches my constituency with 
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much personal interest. Kansas is not a large wool-producing 
State. I h::rrn made these :i.'emarks because I believe that this 
!Jill is discriminatory and unjust; and, furthermore, I do not 

ant anyone to believe for a moment tha.t he can force me to 
vote for a bill which I belieYe is wrong, for the reason there is 
now a law upon the statute books of which I disapprove and 
flgninst which I \Oted. If such reasoning as that were to pre
vail, then a man would be compelled to vote for things which he 
believed were wrong, because a wrong had been done at another 
time in the consideration of another measure. 

The question for consideration here is not whether this is a 
better or a worse bill than the present law, but whether or not 
this is a just bill and one that is worthy of the approval of Sen
ators who are called upon to approve or condemn it. So far as 
I am concerned, when I cast my vote on this measure, it will be 
an indorsement or a failure to indorse the measure on its mer
its. I will not be coerced into voting for things that I belie•e 
to be iniquitous, because the bill contams a number of things 
for which I should be glad to vote if I were given the oppor
tunity. 

While I am on my feet, I may say that for some reason that 
has not yet been explained, those in control of the national legis
lation this year have seen fit to group these tariff schedules into 
one bill, instead of bringing them in as separate bills as they 
<lid a year ago. 

If this bill had been brought in schedule by scbedu]e, as has 
been advocated for some years by leaders on both sides of the 
aisle of this Chamber, there are schedules here which, with 
some slight changes I would glad]y support; but because the 
majority have apparently seen fit to crowd them into one bill, 
in order to force through Congress legislation which I believe 
to be unjust and pernicious, will not be sufficient reason for 
me to support such iniquitous legislation. Why could we not 
have bad schedule by schedule presented to us as we had a 
year ago? Why this change? If that was a good system of 
legi lation then, why is it not now? That is for the Senators 
who are respon ible for this legislation to answer. It seems to 
me that the reason for abandoning schedule-by-schedule revision 
is that certain leaders felt that if the tariff were revised in that 
way there were some schedules carrying certain provisions 
which they desired to pass that could not be passed. That 
wa the reason, I believe, for grouping the chedules in former 
Congre. ses. They have been grouped together in order that 
one schedule might carry another through. 

We felt that we were getting away from that system, which 
has been denounced with vel.lemence, as I have said, on both 
sides of this Chamber; but, no; the same policy, the Rame pur
pose to force into the law provisions and measures that could 
not be forced there without such a grouping of schedules bas 
been thought desirable, and. therefore, they ha•e been grouped. 

Mr. JAl\IES. Will the Senator yield to me right there? 
Mr. BRISTOW. Certainly. 
l\lr. JAMES. Of course, with 13 schedules in a tariff bill 

one schedule might be passed upon the theory that a certain 
amount of revenue would be produced by another schedule, 
but as matters went along the second schedule might be de
defeated entirely and the rates in the schedule first considered 
having been based upon the theory that the second · chedule 
would be adopted there might be a large loss of revenue, and 
then you would have to go back 11.nd revise the first scbeduJe. 
That is the trouble about revising the tariff schedule by 
schedule, as the Senator can very easilv see. 

As I understood the Senator, he said this bill was not perfect. 
Of course no tariff' bill is ever perfect, but the question the 
Senator must answer when the roll call comes is whether or 
not this bill is a better bill, taking it as a whole, than the 
existing law. If it is, in my judgement, the Senator can not 
excuse himself to the satisfaction of the good people of Kansas 
by saying this is not a perfect bill. They are going to' a k him 
Is it a better bill and less oppressive upon the people than the 
existing law? That is the issue the Senator from Kansas must 
meet. 

~fr. BRISTOW. l\fr. President, I deny the issue. That is not 
the question which I expect to answer. If the Senator wants an 
answer, however, I can give him my opinion. The pending bill 
is not any better than is the existing law. I voted against the 
Payne-Aldrich bill; I denounced it; I do not believe in it; but 
as excessive and as unreasonable as some of the duties in that 
bill were, it was a consistent measure, because it undertook to 
protect American industries, alt~ough in protecting them there 
were injected into the measure provisions which I believe to be 
iniquitous. 

The pending bill protects some of the same industries, though 
uot all of them to so great an extent. It sacrifices the agricultural 
interests of this country in a manner that bas never been ap
proached or undertaken in any tariff legislation of the past; and 

because of its- unjustifiable discriminations I have d eclared 
against this measure. 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] has just banded 
me a memorandum, stating that the Walker tariff which was 
praised so extravagantly by the Senator from No{th Carolina 
[Mr. SIMMONS] this morning as being the best of all tariff 
measures, the one now pending more nearly approaching it in 
excellence than any other, imposed duties of 20 pe1• cent on 
barley, beef, corn and corn maal, flaxseed, hams and bacon, 
rye and r ye :flour, oats and oatmeal, wheat and wheat flour. 

.Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, and that bill was based upon 
the idea of protecting raw materials, the farmers' product, all 
the way up. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do not pretend to be a tariff' a"'{J)ert · I 
ha""Ve a very limited knowledge of the Walker bill, but I think 
the Walker bill-and in this I agree with the Senator from 
North Carolina-was a much better bill than the pending one. 
It was certairuy drawn upon a much more justifiable prin-
ciple. · 

As to the schedule-by-schedule theory of revising the tariff, 
I realize the force of the argument the Senator from Ken
tucky [Mr. JAMES] has made. I have heard it before; it is 
the usual argument to sustain the old system ; i t is the argu
ment which has been made for combining all the schedules into 
one bill. That policy, however, was abandoned last year by the 
House of Representati•es; and the Senator from Kentucky 
was then a Member of that body and a distinguished member 
of the Ways and l\feans Committee that prepared the schedule
by-schedule tariff bills. I presume he believed then that a 
schedule-by-schedule revision to be a better system. Under that 
plan each schedule would stand upon its own merits. Why bas 
be changed his views this year? 

The argument as to the effect a reduction or an increase in the 
duties imP-Osed by one schedule might have upon the revenu~s 
would be a potent and powerful argument to me in behalf of a 
bill which the committee would repart on any one schedule. 
That is true, and I beliern it would be given full weight by tho 
Senate or by the Congress. 

The objection to the old system, as I have said, was thnt it 
enabled those intere ted to force into a tariff bill duties that 
ought not to be there, because Senators or !embers of the 
House would not vote against a mea ure having in it more pro
visions in which they believed than it had provisions in which 
they did not believe, and upon that theory the Democratic Con
gress has gone back to the old machine methods of tariff making. 

I want to say to the Senator from Kentuch-y and to the Senator 
from North Carolina that if Senators on this floor would vote 
their convictions and use their own judgment upon the items of 
this bill, it would not pas ; and, failing to pass, the ta1iff would 
then be revised. and re•ised at this session in harmony with the 
best judgment of the Congre s, upon whom the responsibility 
of revising it depends. No Sena.tor can excuse him elf for vot
ing for a measure he believes to be wrong because it is alleged 
that that is the be t he can get. It is not the best we can get 
if e•ery Senator will follow his conscience and bis convictions 
independent of party caucuses and partisan influences that 
swerve him from what be believes to be his line of duty. So 
far as I am concerned, I propose to vote for the paragraphs in 
this bill which I believe are right and against those which I 
believe to be wrong; and when the bill is finally made up, if I 
do not believe it to be a just measure, I intend to vote against it. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas [Ur. 
BRISTOW] has made a great speech, and. to the general delight 
of all, has finally concluded it. Uruess there is ome other 
Senator who feels that he ought to deli\er himself of some 
burden of concealed wisdom, and that tha.t is of more impor
tance than the winding up of this business, I should like now 
to proceed with the con ideration of the immediate matter 
before the Senate. 

Ur. WEEKS. lli. President, I should like to take a short 
time before consent is given to proceed, as requested by the 
Senator from l\lissouri. 

Mr. STONE. I beg the Senator's pardon. 
Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, a short time ago the Senator 

from Montana [l\lr. WALSH] called as a witness the Boston 
Journal, and, if bis other statements were not more accurate 
than the ones which he casually made about the Boston Jour
nal, they should at least be revised. I do not think it is of 
great importance whether the Boston Journal is 20 years old 
or 50 years old; but it is more than 50 years old, to my certain 
knowledge. Evidently the Boston Journal was called as a 
witness because the Senator from Montana supposed it to be 
an independent paper owned by Mr. Frank A. Munsey. 

As a matter of fact, it is not owned by Mr. Munsey a t all . So 
fa r as the public knows it is owned by Mr. Matthew H ale, who 
is chairman of the P rogressive Sta te committee, and it is the 
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organ of the Progressi>e Party in New England. So it is neither 
Mr. Munsey's paper nor an independent paper. 

The article which was quoted was not signed, and therefore it 
is impossible to say whether it was written by a tariff expert 
or by some -one wh-0 does not know the difference between a wool 
top and a spinning top. I suspect the latter, but I do not think 
1t should be giv~ any great weight in this debate. I ·think the 
Boston Journal has leanings toward the protective policy, and, 
n.s such, it -deser"'es credit; but its owners would not claim for 
it expert standing on this subject; therefore I do not think the 
:utlcle quoted is -entitled to any particular weight by the Senate. 

.The Senator from Montana referred once more and in practl· 
cally the .same language, and using the same facts which have 
l;>een known to the public for the pust 16 years, to the relations 
behveen Mr. Whitman, of the Arlington Mills., and Mr. North. 
I dld not note anything new in the quotations which he used, but 
they were ·evidently made to prejud1ce opinion on the particular 
topic whic."h is now being consid~red. 

It is true that Mr. Whitman is largely interested in the Arling
ton Mills, that he did construct the first mill for the manufac
ture of tops in this country, and tha.t he has been an active 
advocate of the protecti'rn tariff for a great many years. He 
1llts appeared before the committees of Congress at different 
times. He appeared before the subcommittee having in charge 
this particular schedule, I am told, and I ha'\"e no doubt he mttde 
nn illuminating and informing statement to that committee on 
the matter in which he was interested; but the statement ma.de 
by the Senator from Montana that the Arlington .Mills and the 
American Woolen Do. are substantially the -only manufacturers 
of tops in this country is very far fi~om correct. It is true they 
are large manufacturers of tops, but the Amerieun Woolen Co. 
has, I am informed, at times been .a large purchaser of tops, 
and there are a great many manufacturing concerns in the 
United States which manufacture their own tops as well as 
yaI·ns and -cloths. There are also many-I do not recall the 
numb.ei'--ellgaged entirely in manufacturing tops. 

Incidentally thls industry is in the poorest condition it has 
been during the last 25 years. The woolen industry~ except in 

. SJ;>ecial cases, has never been a particularly profitab1e one in the 
United States; and the stock of the Arlington Mills, to which 
the Senator-, from Montana [Mr. WAI.SH] has referred, is now 
selling at the lowest price it has sold for many years. inci
dentally it has recently reduced its dividend one-half, a state
ment which usually briRgs joy to the hearts of the Democrats. 
I would rather see .it prospe1.·ous, whoever 'OWilS it or whoever 
controls it, because if it is presperous those who are connected 
with it are sure to be so, not 'Clnly the owners of the mills but 
the -employees. 

I ha rn not taken any time in tlle discussi-0n of this particular 
sclled-ule. It has been pl'etty fully discussed by other Senators 
who have given much time .and considernti-0n to it. I am well 
aware that the business men of this country, knowing that the 
Senate is in the hands of the Philistines, and th.at we are not 
going to get in the end any different results than have been 
reported, -are desirous of having this bill passed. As far as I 
am conremed I 'Should be glad, as soon as reasonable state
ments can be made of the reasons why particular schedules 
should not be adopted as they have been proposed, to have a 
'°ote on all schedules and -0n the bill-the sooner the better, in 
my judgment, from the standpoint of the Senate and the stand
point of the country at large. But I do n-0t wish by my silence 
to have it inferred that I am in any way in apprornl of the 
rates prQposed in this particulai· schedule. 

Massachusetts is very lnrgely intere"'ted in the w90l-en and 
w-0rsted 'industry~ Boston is the great wool center -0f the 
United States. !\fassachusetts is the leading State in the manu
facture of woolen and worsted goods. A large percentage of 
om_· people are TI.tally interested in it. In my judgment this is 
th-e industry which is goin00 to be most immediately and seri
ouffiy affected 'by the passage 'Of this bill. As I have just said, 
the wool.en :and worsted business is not in a very prospel'OUS 
condition at best, ftlld it has not been during the last l{) rears, 
when duties have been bigb, as ev-eryone lmows. Just now 
and indeed :for the last several months, this business bas be~ 
prostrated to a degree not known since 1895. I doubt if there 
are many woolen or worsted mills in this e-0untry that are 
running more than llalf time to-day; nnd no mill Cfill make a . 
profit mnning at ·one-half 'Of its capacity. 

l am opposed ro every fe"ature of this schedule-as opI>Qsed to 
putting wuo1 on the free list ft-S I ttm to other parts of it. I 
thlnlr putting wool on the free list is entkely without justi.fica
'twn. The w-0rld's production of wool does not v.ary greatly. 
It has not. increased mater-ially in this country, if at an, during 
the past 10 years, when the duty has 'been very high. If there 
is ro be 1i1D.crea.sed production :anywhere, it is going to be in 
.other countries, where lands a re cheaper than they a re in this 

co~try. P utting wool on the li:ee 1ist is going necessarily, in 
my Judgment, to reduce somewhat tlle production in thi-s coun· 
t ry, if not largely so; and it is going to increase the pr<>duction, 
if there is an increase, in other countries. Therefore we are 
throwing away the re\enue which we ham been getting fr0D1 
the importations of wool without any compensating benefit to 
the users of woolen goods jn any form, unless thB total proouc· 
tion is largely increased, which I doubt. 

There is a large amount of capital in vestM in the wool 
business which will be affected by the proposed -change. The 
raisers of wool are entitled to reasonable protection, .a.nd the 
19ropos-ed action will, in effect, put a bounty on foreign wool 
and result in the importation of tops instead of wool. 

But even if wool is put on the free list I believe tiW other 
duties have not been arranged in such a.' way as to produce 
the results to which manufacturers are entitled. The question 
of tops has been very fully debated to-day or will be later. I 
think there is too great proneness for those who believe in a 
higher r.ate t~ take one class of t<>ps as an example, and those 
who be!1ev-e m the proposed rate to take a lower class of tops 
for then· example. But I doubt if there ls a manufacturer of 
tops in the United States who will claim, or any evidence can 
be submitted here to show, that the average top can be pro
duced at the rate proposed in this bill. I have no doubt that 
the average is \ery much higher, and certainly the average 
e<;>st in Great B~·itain is higher than the rate p1·oposed by the 
bill. But e'Y'en if the top rate were satisfactory_, no proyision 
~as been mad~ to provide for rovings, which are the next step 
m the production of cloths. The cost of producing ro1i ngs .adds 
at least 50. p~r c~t to the cost of producing tops, and rovings 
should be limited m the number of yarns i:n them, so that there 
may be a. differentiation between ro\ings and yarns. 

There lS no way of telling, :as this bill is ·framed whether a 
certain product is a wring or a yarn. The result is th.at they 
go frem the top stage, thr-0ugh rovings, ()f which there are 6 
-0r 8 different numbers, up to the yarn stage, of which there 
are some 20 numbers, with exactly the same rate of dnty on 
tops and on ronngs, and possibly going over into the l"llrn num
bers; then it is proposed to put a duty of 15 per cent on yarns. 

There should be in framing the bill a differentfation between 
tops and rovings and between rovings and yarns, and when it 
comes to yarns there should be a variation in the rate of duty 
imposed on coarse yarns and fine yarns. The 'Bradford commis
sion price for producing yarns 1aries greatly, because the C{)st 
of producing yarns of a Yery fine quality is materially greater 
than the eost of producing coarse yarns. 

From all these standpoints I belie•e this schedule should oo 
revised. I-believe there s!lould be a duty on wool. I believe the 
rate on tops should be increased; that there should be a distinct 
and separate rate on rovings; that there should b"e an increased 
and equalized rate on yarns. Even admitting that wool should 
be put on the free Hst, these intermediate changes should be 
made by the framers of the bill. 

I have taken all the time I propose to take at this time, and 
I have simply taken this to voice what I believe is substantially 
the unanimous sentiment of the people of Massachusetts and 
this applies to dealers in wool, to manufacturers -0f tops' rov
ings, yarns, and cloth alike. Without exception, as far' as I 
know, they believe that the rates in this schedule are inade· 
quate, and th:it they a1.·e so framed that they will pi-odu~e "Teat 
ineq11alities. 

0 

Mr. STONEJ: Mr. President, I nsk that we may h.irre a vote 
on the committee amendment in para.graph 295. 
. The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STONE. I understood that the committee amendment in 
paragraph 296 had been agreed to; but in order that there may 
be no question about it, I ask that it may now be submitted. 

T.Q.e VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the committee amendment in paragraph 296. 

The amendment was <agreed to. 
Mr. STONEJ. 1-'hat concludes the wool schedule. 
Mr. SMOOT. That concludes it, with the understanding that 

if the Senator from Wyoming desires to speak upon paragraph 
200 he may do so. 

Mr. STONE. I will say that the Senator from Wyoming 
asked that paragraphs 295 nnd 296 might both go over, so that 
if he desires to do so he may speak upon the two together. 

Mr. SMOOT. And the remarks he will make will cover the 
two. 

Mr. STONE. Yes. I sh-0uld like, before we take up the next 
schedule, to revert to pai·agraph 324 of the sllk schedule and to 
offer an amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The a.mendment will be stated. 
. The SEcBETAn'Y. In paragrap.h 324, p!lge 95, line 23, before 
the word "beltings," it is proposed to insert ••belts.'" 

The amendment was agreed t o. 
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The SECRETARY. Also, on page 06, line 3, after the word 
"manner," it is proposed to insert "and not specially provided 
for in tllis section." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SI.Mi\IONS. Ur. President, the next schedule is the one 

i·elating to papers and books. The one !ollowrng' that deals 
\Yith sundries. Those two ...,chedules nnd the free list are the 
only schedules left undisposed of. 

The chairman of the subcommittee having in charge Schedule 
l\I and Schedule N is detained from the Senate on account of 
sickness in his family. I ask that those two schedules may be 
passed over, and that the Senate may now take up the free list, 
beginning on page 123. 

Mr. ·LODGE. Do I understand the Senator is going to pass 
01er the paper schedule? 

Mr. SUfl\fONS. Yes. The Senator from Maine [Mr. Jorrn
soN], who is the chairman of the subcommittee, and who has 
given great study to that subject, is not in the Chamber to-day 
on account of illness in his family. I should not like to take up 
the schedule in his absence. Of course if there is an insistence 
about it we will do it, but I should much prefer to take up the 
free list. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. . 
Mr. SIMMONS. If any Senator who desires some item in 

the free list passed o-rnr happens to be absent or is not ready 
we will consent to its going over. 

Mr. LODGE. Is the Senator going to pass O"\er the sundries 
schedule also? 

l\fr. SIM.MONS. Yes. The Senator from Maine [Mr. JOHN
SON] is also chairman of that subcommittee. There are only 
three schedules left now-sundries, papers and books, and the 
free list: 

Mr. SMOOT. I am quite positive there are some Senators 
who desire to speak upon some of the items in the free list who 
had no idea it would be reached to-day. If I knew the par
ticular paragraphs in which they were interested I would ask 
that they might go 01er, but I am not informed as to which 
those paragraphs are. 

l\Ir. SI:Ml\fONS. I think there will be no difficulty about it. 
If any Senator should come in and state that he was absent 
and should want to discuss a paragraph that we had passed, 
we would return to it without any objection on this side. 

.Mr. LODGE. l\fr. President, there is one article in the free 
list which I do not suppose we shall reach4: even if we begin 
on the free list at this moment, but which is also invol\ed in 
the third paragraph of the paper schedule. It involves a 9ues
tion not of rates but of the countervailing duties in regard to 
the exportation of wood and wood pulp from Canada. . 

Mr. SIMMONS. When that is reached, if the Senator desires, 
'\le will pass over it. 

Mr. LODGE. I shall be very glad to discuss it, if the Sen
ator is willing. I am ready to go on with it. I supposed we 
should take up paper this afternoon. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should very much prefer that the Senator 
from l\faine should be here when that is discussed. 

Mr. LODGE. I will wait, of course, for the Senator from 
l\laine, if that is the desil'e. There are some items in the 
free Jist which I should like to discuss. Of conrse I bad no 
idea that that would come before the sundries and the paper 
schedule, and I have not my papers here, so that there are some 
things I shall have to ask to have passed oYer for myself. I do 
not know how it is with other Senators. 

Mr. S:\IOOT. l\lr. President, I desire to say that the senior 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] expected to offer 
his proposed substitute for Schedule K before its consideration 
was completed in the Committee of the Whole. He had no idea 
that we would get through with the schedule to-day. So if 
the Senator is back on Monday or Tuesday, before the bill· gets 
into the Senate no doubt the Senator having the bill in charge 
will allow him to offer his substitute then. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Of course, if at some time before the Senate 
gets through with the bill the Senator from Pennsylvania de
sires to offer a substitute, there can be no objection to. that 
course. 

Mr. S:\IOOT. I simply "anted to have that understood, be
cause the Senator from Pennsylvania was compelled . to leave 
the city to-day. · 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then I ask that the Secretary may read 
the bill, beginning with the free list, on page 123. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, beginning under the 
beading ·• Free list," on page 123, line 21. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 
paragraph 401, page 124, line 11, after the word " machines,'' to 
st1ike out the word " and"; and in the same line, after the 

word "gins,'' to insei:t "beet and sugur-cauc mad.il!1cry,'' .·o as 
to make the para~raph i·ead: 

401. Ag1·iculturaJ implements: Plows. tootb and diRk har1·ow , llead
ers, harvesters, reapers, agl"icultural drill s nnd planters, mowerR, horse· 
rakelil. cultivato1·s, thra hlng macl.Jines, cotton gim;, beet u1H1 eug<ll"-cane 
machinery, wagons and carts, and all other agricultural implements of. 
any kind and description, whetber specifically mentioned herein 01· not, 
whether in whole or in parts, including repair pa1·t . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment "·as, in paragraph 402, page 124, liue 16, 

after the word ' ' and,'' to insert "all. ' and in the same line, 
after the word "albumen," to sb-ike out the colllma, so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

402. Albumen. blood, and all albumen not specially provlded for in 
this section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next arneuclment of the Committee on Finance was, on 

page 124, line 19, to insert a new paragraph, as follows : 
403~. Alizarin, natural or synthetic, and colors obtained from 

nlizarin, anthracene, and carbazol. 
Mr. SMOOT. I ask that that paragraph may be passed o-rnr. 
l\fr. SIMMONS. That is satisfactory. 
The VICE PRESIDEXT. Paragraph 403! will be passed 

over. 
'l"'be reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance ,ya , in 

paragraph 404, page 124, line 21, after the wortls "sulphate of," 
to insert "perchlorate of,'' so as to make the paragraph ren.d : 

404. Ammonia, sulphate of, perchlorate of, and nitrate of. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 144, line 22, to insert a 

new paragraph, as follows: 
404~ . .Antimony ore, stibnite and matte containing antimony, but 

only as to the antimony content. 
l\!r. THOi IAS. Mr. President, when the paragrarlh of Schecl

ule C relating to antimony '1as before the Seuate the sugges
tion was made by the Senator from Utah that antimony urn.tte 
would be included instead of excluded from that section. I ha1e 
since examined into the matter, and I am conYinced that the 
Senator is iight. So this paragraph will be taken back by the 
committee and we probably shall make a change in it. 

The VICE PRESIDElNT. Paragraph 404! will be pus. ed 
over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance "as. iu 

paragraph 405, page 125, line 23, after the word ' horses," to 
strike out " asses, cattle" : in the same line, after the \YOrd 
"mules,'' to strike -0ut "sheep, swine, and goats" and insert 
"and asses,'' so as to read: 

Horses, mules, and asses straying across the boundnry line into any 
foreign country. or driven across such boundary line by the own0r for 
temporary pasturage purposes only, etc. · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resurneu. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance wa . in 

paragraph 412, page 127, line 10, after the word "means," to _ 
insert " steel boxes,'' and, in the same paragraph, page 12 , 1 ine 
10, after the word "repairs," to insert "at the rate at which 
the article itself would be subject if imported,'' so as to make 
the paragraph read : 

412. Articles the growth, produce, or manufacture of the United 
States, when returned after having been exported, witllout having be n 
advanced in value or improved in condition by any process of manu
facture or other means; steel boxes, casks, barrels, carboys, bags, and 
other containers ot• coverings of American manufactuI"e exported filled 
with American products, or exported empty and returned filled with for
eign products, including shooks and staves when returned as barrels or 
boxes ; also quicksilver fl.a ks or bott les, iron or steel di·ums of either 
domestic or foreign manufacture, used for the sbipment of acids, or 
other chemicals, which shall have been actuaIJy exported from the 
United States; but proof of the identity of such articles shall be made 
under general regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treas
ury, but the exemption of bags from duty shall apply only to such 
domestic bags as may be imported by the exporter thereof, and if any 
such articles are subject to internal-revenue tax at the time of exporta
tion, such tax shall be proved to have been paid before exportation and 
not refunded; photographic dry plates or films of American manufac
ture (except moving-picture films) 1 exposed abroad, whether developed 
or not, and films from moving-picrnre machines, light struck or other
wise damaged, or worn out, so as to be unsuitable for any other pur
pose than the recovery of the constituent materials, provided the basic 
films are of American manufacture, but proof of the identity of such 
articles shall be made under general regulations to be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury; articles exported from the United States for 
repairs may be returned upon payment of a duty upon the value of the 
repairs at the rate at which the article itself would be subject if im
ported under conditions and regulations to be prescribed by the Secre
tary of the Treasury : Provided, That this paragraph shall not apply to 
any article upon which an allowance of drawback has been made, the 
relmportation of. which is hereby prohibited except upon payment of 
duties equal to the drawbacks allowed ; or to any article manufactured 
in bonded warehouse and exported under any provi Ion of law: And 
provided further, That when manufactured tobacco which bas been ex-
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ported without pnyment of internal-revenue tax sba11 be reimported It 
shall be retained in the custody of the collector of customs until in
ternal-revenue stamps in vayment of the legal duties shall be placed 
thereon: Ana rwo1:ided furthe,., That the provisions of this paragraph 
shall not apply to animals made dutiable under the provisions of para
graph 405. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, and the Secretary i·ead 

down to paragraph 416, on page 129. . 
. Mr. LODGE. I ask that paragraph 416 may be passed over. 
My colleague [llr. WEEKS] has left the Chamber, and I know he 
desires to be heard upon it. I do not wish to speak upon it 
myself. 

1\fr. Sil\fl\fONS. That is satisfactory. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. May the Chair inquire of the Sena

tor from Massachusetts whether there is any objection to agree
ing to the committee amendment before the p:uagr~ph goes 
ff'rnr? 

l\fr. SilUI\lONS. I should have asked that that paragraph go 
over if the Senator from Massachusetts had not done so. as the 
committee desires to consider !':Omewhat further its own amend
ment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Paragraph 416 will be passed over. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, and the Secretary read 

down to ~ragraph 423, on page 130. 
1\lr. Sl\fOOT. I ask that paragraph 423 may be passed over. 

The Senator from North Dakota [l\1r. GRONNA} requested that 
that be done. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Paragraph 423 will be passed OY-er. 
Mr. NELSON. In reference to paragraph 423, I suggest to 

the Senators in charge of the bill that they strike out the 600-
foot limitation and make it "70() feet to the pound," because 
there is a good deal of the better quality of manila twine that 
1·uns that much to the pound. 

.l\1r. THOMAS. I will state to the Senator that the para
graph went over upon the request of the Senator from Utah. 

l\Ir. NELSON. Has the paragraph gone over? Very well. 
Before I sit down, then, I wish to suggest to the SenatOl's on 
the other side who have charge of the bill that the limitation 
should be entirely removed; that binding twine ought to be 
free, whether it runs 600 or 700 or 800 feet to- the pound. 
I am not sure but that some of it, the best quality of manila 
twine, will rllll 750 feet to the pound; and I should be glad if 
the committee would maI,.re the proper amendment. 

l\fr. KENYON. Mr. President, I wish to inquire of the 
Senator from Minnesota why it wonJd not be advisable to 
strike out all of tliat paragraph after the word "twine," if the 
intention is to put all binding twine on the free list? I know 
that was tile desire of the Senator from North Dakota. 

l\1r. NELSON. I think it would be best to strike it all out
to strike out the limitation altogether. If you retain it. how
ever, I suggest that it ought to be "not more than 750 feet to 
the pound." 

Mr. l\IcCUMBER. .l\Ir. President, the trouble with the sug
gestion of striking out the limitation is that twine might be 
imported as binding twine which could not be used for that 
purpose and would be used for other purposes. As this is in
tended to refer onJy to binding twine, there ought to be a 
limit on the size, and I think if it should be made 75() feet to 
the pound it would cover everything that could be called bind
ing twine. 

.The reading of the bill was continued. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on 

page 130, after line 16, to insert a new section, as follows : 
427t. Blankets, composed wholly or in chief value of wool, valtied 

at less than 40 cents per pound. 

Mr. S~fOOT. Let that go over, Mr. President. 
The VICE PRESIDEINT. The paragraph will go oyer. 
The reading of the bill was continued. 
The next amendment of the committee was, in paragrapl;l 

430, page 130, line 25, after the word " use," to strike out the 
remainder of the paragraph, in the following words: 

Press cloths, composed of camel's h~1 imported expressly for oll
miIIing purposes and marked so. as to inmcate that it is for such pur
poses, and cut into lengths not to exceed 72 inches and woven in 
widths not under 10 inches nor to exceed 15 inches, and weighing not 
less than one-half pound per square foot. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued .. 
The next amendment of the committee was, in paragraph 433, 

page 131, line 13, after the word "muster," to strike out "en
gra-rings "; in line 14, before the word "lithographic,» to strike 
ont " etchings ": in the same line, after the word " prints,'' to 
~trike out "bound or " ; in the same line, after the word " un
bound," to strike out "and charts"; and in line 15, before the 

w.ord " whicli,'' to insert "or in bindings over 20 years old, and 
charts," so as to make the paragraph read : 

433. Books, maps, music, photographs, lithographic prints, unbound 
or in bindings over 2Q: yeaI'l3 old, and charts, which shall have been 
printed more than 2() years at the date of importation, and all hydro
graphic charts. and publications issued for their subscribers or ex
changes by scientific and literary associations or academies, or publica
tions of Individuals for gratuitous private circulation, not advertising 
matter, and public documents issued by foreign governments. 

Mr. LODGE. l\fr. President, I wish to discuss those com
mittee amendments. I do not understand why engranngs, etch
ings, and charts should be taken from the free list. It seems 
to me that those are objects of general interest, educational 
and artistic. I suppose they ai·e put somewhere on the dutiable 
list. The paragraph of the free list now reads : 

Books, maps, music, photographs lithographic prints, unbound or in 
bindings over 20 years old, and charts. 

.Mr. HUGHES. The change was merely one of phraseology, 
so far as charts are concerned. 

Mr. LODGE. I see it was a change only in phraseology. 
Lithographic print.s, to which I have no sort of objection, were 
added, but I do not see why engravings and etchings, which are 
far more valuable artistically than lithographic prints, should 
be taken from this clause. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. STONE. I suggest to the Senator that for the present, 
in the absence of the Senator from Maine [l\Ir. J"oHNSON], we 
may pass over the paragra~h. 

Mr. LODGE. I am perfectly willing to let it go over, but I 
should like to call the Senator's attention to another point. 
The committee has added " or in bindings over 20 years old. and 
charts." I think the intention of that amendment is entirely 
proper. Books of great value are often sent abroad and bind
ings of great cost are put upon them. I think it would be just 
as well if the bindings were made here; but, anyway, I see no 
reason why they should not pay a revenue duty. But it is so 
worded as to leave a very serious ambiguity; that is, whether 
it is only the binding or whether it C()vers the book also. Take 
a · case like this-I happened to take it from an English cata
logue: A first folio Shakespeare W(}rth $.20,000, of course free 
under our law, as it always has been, would come in free. If 
you put a binding on it, in the particular case I am refen·ing to, 
worth $15, I do not think it is perfectly clear that you would 
not tax that book a.t the valne of $20,000. That is not the 
intention of the framers of the pm·agraph of course. Such 
has never be.en the intention. I think there is an · ambiguity, 
which I wish the committee would look into if they are going 
to take the amendment back. I have not attempted to re
word it. 

l\Ir. STONE. It seems to me that books, maps, and so forth, 
unbound, or in bindings over 20 years old. would indicate that 
they had been p1·i.nted more than 20 years. 

Mr. HUGHES. I will say te> the Se!lator that that language 
was added in order to correct a practice. It has been the cus
tom, I understand, to send books abroad and have them bound. 
The books have been printed in this country and they are re
bound on the other side. and merely because they were printed 
more than 20 years ago they would be admitted free, whereas the 
object in putting them on the free list was to permit books more 
than 20 years old to come in free. 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; I understand that. 
Mr. HUGHES. This discriminated very much against our 

bookbinders, and they complained about it. 
Mr. LODGE. I will take that in conjunction with paragraph 

337: 
Books of all kinds, bound or Illlbound, not specialey provided for, 15 

per ce-nt ad valG-rem. . 

That is limited in the case of the English language to books 
less than 20 years old. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that paragraph S37 will probably be reported to the Senate in a 
different form. 

Mr. HUGHES. In any event the Senator will D.(}tice that if 
that language stays ~s it is, it would provide that books of all 
kinds, bound or unbound, not specially provided for, would have 
15 per cent ad valorem. This applies only to books with bind
ings of a certain age. 

Mr. LODGE·. No; the way you have it worded it applies to 
bindings over 20 yea1·s old. 

Mr. HUGHES. But if they are in bindings over 20 years old 
they must have been printed more than 20 years. 

Mr. LODGE. That brings me just to the point. If the bind
ing is over 20 years old it does not follow that the book is over 
20 years old. Very frequently an old binding is pmchased and 
placed by book fanciers on a book; in order to have the binding 
in the same period as the bobk when written. 
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Old print bindings command an immense price, 11.nd very often 
tlley are taken off tile book to which they belong and applied to 
some book of great value. It does not necessarily follow that 
that is an exception to paragraph 337. Of course, the purpose 
of the8e clau8es always has been to limit the books that had to 
bear a duty to books printed in the English language und that 
were le. s than 20 years old. That was the dutiable class. 

Mr. HUGHE . Then it was found that books were collected 
in this country and sent abroad to be cheaply bound and brought 
in free of duty. 

:Mr. LODGE. I am entirely in sympathy with the purposes of 
the amendment, as I said in the beginning, putting a duty on 
new binding , but I am afraid the way it is worded lea\es great 
ambiguity. 

1\Ir. HUGHES. The paragraph will go ol'er. 
Mr. LODGE. I hope those paragraphs wi1l be amended by the 

committee so as to make it clear that the object is to place the 
duty on binding that is less than 20 years old. The paragraph is 
going back. I only desired to call the attention of the committee 
to it and to express the hope that they will consider those two 
paragraphs in conjunction. 

The next amendment of the committee was, in paragraph 434, 
page 131, line 22, after the word "Books," to strike out "and 
pamphlets printed chiefly in languages other than English; also 
books,'' and in line 24, after the word " blind," to insert " and 
all textbooks used in schools and other educational institutions; 
Braille tablets, cubarithmes, special apparatus and objects serv
ing to teach the blind, including printing apparatus, machines, 
presses, and types for the use and benefit of the blind exclu
sively,'' so as to make the paragraph read : 

434. nooks and music, in raised print, used exclusively by the blind, 
and all textbooks used in schools and other educational institutions : 
Braille tablets. cubarithmes, special apparatus and objects serving to 
teach the blind, including printing apparatus, machines, presses, and 
types for the use and benefit of the blind exclusively. 

Mr. NELSOX. 1\Ir. President, I rust the Senator in charge 
of thii;, paragraph will let it be passed over. The amendment 
reported by the committee, I think, ought to be modified. I 
should like to have it passed over in order that the committee 
may give it further consideration. 

.Mr. LODG~. There will be a liood deal of debate on para
graph 434. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Paragraph 434 goes over. Para
graph 433 has also gone over. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was. in 
paragraph 435, page 132, line 7, after the word "use," to strike 
out " and " and insert " or "; and, in line 11, after the word 
"use,'' to strike out "and" and insert "or," so as "to make the 
paragraph read: 

435. Books, maps, music, engravings, photographs, etchings, litho
graphic prints, and charts, specially imported, not more than two copies 
in a ny one invoice, in good faith, for the use or by order af any society 
or institution Incorporated or established solely for religious, pbllo
sopbical, educational. scientific, or literary purposes, or for the en
couragement of the fine art , or for the use or by order of any college, 
aca demy, schQol. or seminary of learning ·in the United States, or any 
State or public librarv, and not for sale, subject to such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 

'Ihe amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary continued the reading of the bill. 
Th~ next amendment of the committee was. on page 132, to 

strike out paragraph 438, in the following words: 
438. Bran ar..d wheat screenings, 
l\Ir. l\lcCU:i\IBER. I ask that that paragraph may go o\er. 
The VICE PRESIDEXT. Paragraph 438 goes o\er. 
Mr. THOMAS. · l\Ir. President, I wish merely to call the 

attention of the Senator from North Dakota to the fact that 
pnrngraph 438 was stricken out because the items there are 
included in the subsequent paragraph relating to wheat and 
wheat flour and the products of wheat. 

Mr. McCUhlBER. I presume that is true; but I want to look 
into it, if the Senator has no objection. 

Mr. THOMAS. Very well. 
The Secretary continued the reading of the bill. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 450, page 133 line 15, after the word " separators,'' 
to insert " sand-blast machines, sludge machines,'' so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

450. Cash registers, Hnotype and all typesetting machines, sewing 
machines, typewriters. shoe machinery, cream separators, sand-blast 
machines, sludge machines, and tat· and oil spreading machines used 
in the construction and maintenance of roads and in improving them 
by the use of road preservatives, all the foregoing whether imported in 
whole or in parts, including repair parts. 

l\Ir. SIIER:\IAN. I should like to have paragraph 450 passed 
oYer for the present. 

Mr. SIMMONS . . Does the Senator object to ac~ion upon the 
committee amendment to that paragraph? 

:.Mr. SHER:HAN. I wish to be heard on only one item of the 
paragraph. After it has been i~assed over it cnn be taken up 
for con ideration at any time. Tlle Senator from Ohio (:\Ir. 
BURTON] is not here. 

Mr. SI::.\fl!O:NS. I ask that the committee amendment to 
that paragraph be acted on now. 

Mr. SMOOT. But not that the paragraph be finally pas ed 
upon. 

l\Ir. SHI:.MO:N'S. Not finally passing upon the part whkh the 
Senator wishes to discuss. 

The VICE PRESIDE.1. ~T. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
1\Ir. LODGE. Now it is to be passe<l over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed over. 
The next amendment of the committee wa , on page 133, after 

line 19, to insert as a new paragraph: 
450~. Cast-iron pipe of every description. 
l\Ir. S~IOOT. Let that go oYer to-day. 
The\ ICE PRESIDEXT. Paragraph 450~ ..,.oes O\er. 
l\fr. SU.UIONS. Did we not discuss that \ery elaborately 

and take a ·rnte upon it? 
l\Ir. SMOOT. Not upon the ~ording of this paragraph, " cast

iron pipe of every description." The junior Senator from Penn
sylvania [ Ir. OLIVER] is not here, and I think he desires to 
submit n few remarks on it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Paragraph 450! will be passed 
over. 

The next amendment of the committee was, in paragraph 452, 
page 133, line 22, after the word " Catgut," to insert " for sur
gical use, and,'' so as to make the paragraph read: 

452. Catgut, for surgical use, and whip gut, or worm gut, unmanu
factured. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 133, after line 23, to insert 

as a new paragraph the following: 
452~. Cement, Roman, Portland, and other hydraulic. 
The amendment was agreed .to. 
The reading of the bill was continued .. 
The next amendment was, in paragrnph 400, page 134, line 

14, after the word "tar," to insert "dead or creosote oil," nnd 
in line 15, after the word "as," to insert "anthracene nnd 
anthracene oil," so as to make the paragraph read : 

460. Coal tar, crude, pitch of coal tar, wood or other ta r. dead or 
creosote oil, and products of coal tar known as anthracene and an tbra
cene oil, naphtbalin, phenol, and cresol. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was,-on page 135. 1ine 10, to strike out 

paragraph 471, in the following words: 
471. Coral, marine, uncut, and unmanu factur·ed. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in paragraph 47G, page 13i:i, line 

16, after the word "kryolith," to insert "natural,'' so a to 
make the paragraph read: 

476. Cryolite, or kryolitb, natural. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SMOOT. Let that paragraph go O\er. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Paragraph 476 goes oyer wi'tl1 tho 

amendment agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 135, after line 22, to insert 

as a new paragraph: 
481~. Glaziers' and engravers' diamonds, unset, miners' diamonds, 

and diamond dust. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 485, page 136, line 15, before the word " birds," to 
insert the word " fowls,'' so as to make the paragraph read : 

485. Eggs of fowls, birds, fish, and insects (except tlsh roe preserved 
for food purposes) : Provided, however, That the importation of eggs 
of game birds or eggs of birds not used for food except specimens for 
scientific collections, is prohibited: Provided furtiier, That tbe. importa
tion of eggs of game birds for purposes·of propagation is hereby author
ized, under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. LODGE. l\Ir. President, I presume the word "fowls" 
is to be inserted there in order to make sure that eggs of poul
try are put on the free list. Of course the hen is a bir<l, but the 
word " poultry " seems more natural. 

l\fr. WILLIAMS. What was the question? 
Mr. LODGE. I was asking about the insertion of the word 

"fowls." 1 suppose it was done to make sure that the eggs of 
pou1try were placed on the free list. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think tha t is right. 
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Tlle YICE PilESIDEx ·r_r. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment reported by the coilllilittee. 
'l.'he amendment was agreed to. 
1\fr. WILLIAMS. I ask' to recur to paragraph 41G for a mo

ment. 
The \ICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the para

graph has gone over by agreement. 
1\1r. WILLIAMS. I understu.nd that; but I want to offer an 

amendment to perfect it, and I thought then it could go over as 
perfected. Of course it will haye to be recurred to by unani
mous consent, if at all, because it was passed oYer in that way. 
I decire to mo' e to amend the committee amendment by strik
ing out the words "nor in any manner loaded so as to increase 
the weight per yard." 

I barn consulted with members of the committee, and we 
think we haT'e made a mistake in the insertion of that language. 
So I desire to move to strike it out. . 

Mr. LODGE. I do not rise to object to the amen<l.ment, but 
that \\hole paragraph was passed o>er, and I think the a.mend
ment had better be resened until we again take it up. We did 
nothing with that parngraph at all, but 11assed it oyer. 

l\Ir. WILLIAMS. I thought I had obtained unanimous c,on
sent to recur to it, for the pur11ose of perfectin~ it. If I haye 
not obtained unanimous consent, of course, I will not proceed. 
I understood the presiding officer to put the question to the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question. was not pnt; but 
there ~ms no objection made. 
, l\fr. WIJ;LIA1\1S. That is what I understood. Did the Chair 
ask if there was objection? 

l\1r. LODGE. It "IT"as agreed by unanimous consent to pass 
the pn ragraph over. . 

:Mr. WILLI.Ai\IS. I understood that; but I then asked nnam
n:ous consent to recur to it, for the purpose of perfecting the 
committee amendment, so that "IT"hen it is passed over it is 
i;,asseu 01er as ,ye want it to be, and not as "e do not want it 
to be. · 

l\Ir. LODGE. I ha\e no objection to the amendment. 
1.Ir. WILLIA IS. Then, I moYe ~o strike out the words "nor 

in any manner loaded so as to ·increase the weight pe1· yard." 
· The VICE PRESIDE1..~T. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

Tlle SECRETARY. In paragraph 416, page 12D, line 13, after 
the ·word "process," it is proposed to amend the amendment of 
the committee by striking out the words "nor in any manner 
loncled so as to increase the weight per yard." 

The VICE PRESIDE-NT. The question is on agreeing to the 
arneudment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The paragraph now goes over. 
lUr. l\IcLEAN. Mr. President, I should like to call the atten

tion of the Senator in charge of this portion of the bill to the 
fact that if :paragraph 471, on pnge 135, is stricken out without 
providing a substitute paragraph, the sequence in the numbers 
will be broken. 

Mr. LODGE. That is a matter that can be attended to in 
conference. 

l\fr. McLEAN. It can easily be remedied by advancing the 
numbers of the succeeding paragraphs until we get to para
'graph 481', 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
Tbe next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 486, page 136, line 23, after the word "corundum,'' 
to insert "and crude artificial abrasives, not specially provided 
for," so as to make the paragraph read: 

486. Emery ore and corundum, and crude artificial abrasives, not 
specially provided for. 

Mr. S.MOOT. I ask that that paragraph may be passed over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be passed oYer. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. · 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 492, page 137, line 10, after the words "Flax straw," 
to insert " fia..x, not hackled or dressed; flax hackled, known as 
'dressed line,' tow of tlax and flax ·nails; hemp, and tow of 
hemp; hemp 11ackled, known as 'line of hemp;'" so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

492. Flax straw, flax, not hackled or dressed; flax hackled, known 
as " dressed line," tow of flax and flax noils ; hemp, and tow of hemp; 
hemp hackled, known as " line of hemp." 

Mr. McCUMBEil. I ask that paragraph 492 be passed over. 
Mr. SIMl\10XS. I nsk the s ·enator if he would have any 

objection to uiscussing it lliis afternoon? 
l\lr. McCU:llBEil. I wish to offer an ::unendment to the para

graph, which I can not draw at this time. I do not desire to 

rr--:.-231 

discuss the duty on flax, I will say to the Senator, any further 
than I ha Y-e done. . 

lUr. SDl.MOXS. Very weU. 
The VICE PilESIDEXT. The paragraph will be .passed o>er. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of ' the Committee on Finance was, on 

page 137, after line 19, to insert a new paragraph as follows: 
4965 . Fulminates. fulminatin~ powder, and other like articles not 

specially provided for in this section. 

The amen.clment was agreeu to. 
The next amendment was, .on page 137, after line 21, to insert 

a new paragraph, as follows: 
4D6i. Furs and fur skins, undressed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 137, after line 23, to strike 

out 11aragraph 408, as follo\\-s : 
408. Glass enamel, .white, for watch anu clock dials. 

l\Ir. LODGE. 1\fr". President, I should like to ask why glass 
enamel used in the manufacture of watch and clock dials, on 
which there· has been a Yery heayy reduction of duty, bas been 
stricken from the free list and put on the dutiable list? Per
haps it is not put on the dutiable list; I ham not been all 
through the free list, but I understand that it is on the dutiable 
list. The committee withdrew the watch paragraph. 

1\lr. HUGHES. This item has been put in Schedule B. The 
r~1 on it \Vas stricken from the free .list was because of the 
difficulty in the administration of the law and because of the 
conflict with the other paragraph in Schedule B. 

l\lr. LODGE. Glass enamel used for watch and clock dials 
is on t .1e free list now, and, as I ha"·e said, the duty on watches 
and docks has been immensely reduced. It seems to me, in
asmuch as the watch paragraph has been withdrawn the enamel 
paragraph ought to be taken into consideration by the com
mittee in connection with perfecting the .watch paragraph, which, 
as I hm·e said and as the Senator is a"IT"are, has been withdrawn. 

Mr. S~fOOT. The Senator will find that it falls now in 
paragraph 98. 

1\lr. HUGHES. Yes; paragraph 98. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. An amendment W"aS reported and n°Tecd to 

adding glas · enamel to tfie fusible enamel co\ereu by that 
paragraph, so that it mil carry a duty of 20 per cent. 

1\1r. LODGE. It will carry a duty of ~O per cent. 
· Mr. HUGHES. That has been adopted and is not 1n con

troversy, as · I understand. The watch paragraph was fa ken 
back not for that reason, and this amendment was reported, 
I will say to the Senator, because, as I have said, it was 
found impossible to permit this glass enamel for watch dials 
to come in free without throwing the ~oor open for all glass 
enamel. That is the difficulty. 

Mr. LODGE. It has been done for a good many years 
without letting in all glass enamel. 

.Mr. HUGHES. It did let in all glass enamel. 
l\Ir. ·LODGE. It does seem to me that it ought to be taken 

into consideration with the watch paragraph; and I will ask 
-that the paragraph be passed o-rer for the present, until the 
watch paragraph is taken up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Paragraph . 4D8 will be .,i1nssed 
over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed:. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was. 

in paragraph uOr:>, page 138, line 24, after the word "Gum," 
to insert "Amber in chips yalued at not more than 50 cents 
per pound,'' so as to make the paragraph read: 

505. Gum: Amber in chips valued at not more than GO cents per 
pound, copal, damar, and kauri. 

1\lr. S:i.\:IOOT. I ask that the paragraph go over, in order 
that I may baYe an opportunity to offer an amendment to it, 
not for any discussion. 

The VICE PRESIDE:l\rrr. There is no objectfon. as the Chair 
understands, to the committee amendment. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 'J:he paragraph will be passed oyer. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, on

page 139, beginning in line 1, to insert a new paragraph, as 
follo"IT"s. 

505:;, Gunpowder, . and all explosive substances, not specially pro
vided -for in this section, used for mining, blasting, and artillery pur

. poses. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in paragraph 518, page 14-0, line 2, 
. after the word "water," to insert "and colors -0btained from 
indigo," so as to make the paragraph read; 

518. Indigo, natural or synthetic, dry or suspended in water, and 
colors obtained from indigo. 

l\Ir. S.UOOT. L€t that paragraph be passed over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Pa.ragraph 518 will be passed OTer. 
l\Ir. SllillIONS. Mr. President, I do not suppose the Senator 

has any objection to action upon the committee amendment. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. The reason I asked that the paragraph go over 

is that I want to call the attention of the Senate to the words 
" and colors obtained from indigo." 

Mr. SIM~IONS. Then the Senator is objecting to the commit
tee amendment. 

Mr. SMOOT. It is the amendment to which I am objecting, 
because I do not believe that the committee has really gone into 
the subject sufficiently to realize where that wording will lead. 

Mr. Sil\ll\lONS. Very well; it is satisfactory that the para
graph go over. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. We will be glad to ha\e the Sena
tor indica.te his objection, so that we may consider it. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection whatever to indigo going on 
the free list. The only objection I ha•e is to the amendment 
inserting the words "and colors obtained from indigo," because 
that language will conflict with the provision affecting other 

. colors· now on the dutiable list, and I can not see how the 
provision is going to be administered. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Can the Senator indicate some of the 
colors? 

l\lr. SMOOT. Oh, there are a good many of the coal-tar dyes 
which are derivati>es of indigo. 

Mr. Sl\IITH of Georgia. Does not the paragraph imposing a 
duty on coal-tar dyes provide fo.r an exception where they are 
otherwise specially provided for? The purpose of the com
mittee was to put these derirntives on the free list. 

lli. SMOOT. 'l'bat is the trouble. One paragraph imposes a 
duty on the article not otherwise specially provided for and 
the other provides that it shall be free. I am not objecting, as 
I ha•e said, to indigo going on the free list, for that is proper 
and right; but the wording of the amendment is going to result 
in a conflJ ct. 

.Mr. STO!\TE. Let the paragraph be passec:l ov-er. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The para.graph will be passed o'fer. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

pa1·agrnph 522, page 140, line 9. after the word " pyrites," to 
insert "iron in pigs, iron kentledge, spiegeleise~ wrought iron 
and scrap and scrap steel; but nothing shall be deemed scrap 
iron or scrap steel except secondhand or waste or refuse iron 
or steel fit only to be remanufactured; ferrom:rnganese; iron 
in slabs, blooms, loops· or other forms less finished than iron 
bar • and more advanced than pig iron, except -castings. not 
specially provided for in this section," so as to make the para
graph read: 

522. Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, and the dross or 
residuum from burnt pyrites; iron in pigs, iron kentledge, spiegeleisen 
wrought iron and scrap and scrap steelj but nothing shall be deemed 
se1-ap iron or scrap steel except secondnand or waste or refuse iron 
or steel fit only to be remanufactured; ferromanganese; iron in slabs, 
blooms. loops or other forms less finished than iron bars, and more 
advanced than pig iron, except castings, not specially provided for in · 
this section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in paragraph 532. page 141, line 1, 

after the word ·~ Lard, ' to insert " lard compounds, and lard 
substitutes," so as to make the paragraph read: 

532. Lard, lard compounds, and lard substitutes. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in paragraph 534, page 141, line 3, 

after the numerals "534.," to strike out "All leather not specially 
provided for in this section and leather b-Oard or oeompressed 
leather; leather cut into shoe uppers or Tamps or other forms 
suitable for .com·ersi-0n into boots or shoes" and to im•ert 

"'Sole leather, leather board or compressed leather, grain, 'buff, 
and split leather, all dressed up:per leather, including patent, 
japanned, varnished, or enameled upper leather and shoe-lining · 
leather, all of the_ foregoing for boot and -shoe manufacturing 
purposes; leather cut into vamps or other forms suitable for 
conversion into boots or shoes; belting, harn.ess and saddle 
leather, leather waste, skins for moroece>, rough leather, tanned 
but not :finished " ; in line 16, after the word " or," to insert 
"in"; n.nd in line 17, after the word "unfini.shed," to strike out 
"composed wholly or in chief value of leather," so .as to make . 
the paragraph read : 

534. Sole leather, leather board or compressed leather, grain, bu.fl', 
and split leather, all dressed upper leather, including patent, japanned, 
varnished, or enameled up-per leather and shoe-lining leather, all of the 

forego.fng for boot and sh~e manufaetming purposes; lea.ther cut into 
vamps or other forms suitable for conversion into boots or shoes; 
beltmg, harness and saddle leather. leather waste., -skins for morocco, 
rou~h le~ther, tanned but not finished; boots and shoes made wholly 
or m chief value of leather; leathei· shoe •laces finished or unfinished· 
ha~-ness, saddles, and saddlery, in sets or in' parts finished or un: 
finished. ' 

Mr. WEEKS and Mr. PAGE add.ressed the Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The SenatoT from Massachusetts. 
l\fr. WEEKS. I should like to have that paragraph go O\er. 
Mr. ST01'.JE. Which paragraph? 
Mr. WEEKS. Paragraph 534. · 
Mr. PAGE. I was about to ask the same favor, Mr. President. 

. Mr. GALLINGER. Before that paragraph goes over. I should 
hke to ask the Senator in charge of the bill whether or not the 
paragraph on page 117, paragraph 376, which has been stricken 
01:1t, has been included in thls paragraph 534, on page 141? 
Is paragraph 534 intended to include that or does some other 
provision cover it? ' 

Mr. SMOOT. It is in paragraph 534. 
Mr. GALLil'l'"GER. It is not worded in the same way. 
:Mr. THOM.AS. That is included in the phraseology of the 

amendment to paragraph 534. I will call the Senator's atten
tion to line 12, page 141. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I observe it is included, and I hope the 
paragraph will go over, because it ought to be \e1·y .serioUBly 
considered . 

Mr. THO::\f.AS. 1t goes over, as I understand, by request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WEEKS]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Paragraph 534 will be pHssed o•er. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendnient of the Committee on Finance· wa -0n 

page 141, after line 24, to insert a new paragraph, as fond,Ys : 
63n. Limestone-rock asphalt; asphaltum, and bitumen. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in paragraph 543, page 142, line 7, 

after the word " of," to insert "natural," so as to make the 
paragraph read: 

543. :Manganese, oxide aiid ore of, natornl. 

The amendment was agreed to .. 
The next amendment was, in paragraph 548, page 142, line 11>, 

after the word " section," to insert: 
Provided, That meat and meat products brought to the United States 

shall be subject to the same inspection by the Bureau of Animal In
dustry of the Department of Agriculture as prescrilied by the .act of 
June 30, 1906, for domestic cattle and meats, unless the Se<:retary -0f 
Agriculture shall be satisfied that the government of the country whence 
the meat or meat products are expurted maintains and en.forees a sys
tem of inspection equal to our own. or satisfactory to him as being com
petent ·to protect the public health, in which case the certificate of such 
government that such inspection has been made shall be sufficient. 

So as to make the paragraph read: · 
548. Mea.ts : Fresh beef, veal, mutton, lnmb, and pork; bacon and 

hams; meats of all kinds, prepai·ed or preserved, not specially provided 
for in this section: Proi,ided, Th.at meat and meat products brought to 
the United States shall be subj.ect to the same in pection by the Bureau 
ot Animal Industry of the Department of Agriculture as prescribed by 
the a.et of June 30 1906, for domestic ea.tile and meats, unless the 
Secretary of Agricuiture ·shall be satisfied that the government of the 
country whence the meat or meat products are exported maintains nnd 
enforces a system of Inspection equal to our own, or satisfactory to him 
as being competent to protect the public health, In which case the cer
tilicate of such go-v-ernment that such inspection has been made shall be 
sufficient. 

Mr. l\IcCUMBER. I ask that paragraph 548 may go over for 
the purpose of giving me an opportunity to prepare an amend
ment. 

Mr. CUMMINS. l\Ir. President, before it goes over, I think 
it only fair that I should present, probably not the same kind 
of amendment in the mind of the Senator from North Dakota., 
but one which was printed a long time agl) and was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. It relates to the proviso that 
has been offered by the committee. I ask the Secretary to 
read it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be state:!. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the proviso 

offered _by the committee, and to inse11; .in lieu thereof the 
following: 

-Proi,-ided, 
0

l101ve1;er, That none of the foregoing meats shall be im
ported into the United States from any foreign country unless and 
until the President, after due in-vestigatlon, has found and proclaimed 
that the Government of an7 such foreign country has established and 
ls maintaining a system o meat inspeetion which is the substantial 
equivalent and is as efficient as the system established and maintained 
·by the laws of the United States in the Department of Agriculture ; and 
especially that the .system ol. such fo1·eign country provides for the 
examination of all eattle, sheep, swine, and goats before they are 
allowed i;o enter into any slaughtering, paeki.ng, meat cannlng, render
ing, or similar establishment In which they ai·e to be slaughtered ac.d 
the meat or meat products thereof are to be 1lSCd for food: Lln.<Z provided 
tu.rther, That no meat i.mportc.d into the United States :from any for
eign country shall be sold in the United States untu it is examined 
and inspected, after arrival and before sale, by inspectors appointed 
by the Secretary of Agriculture ; and the provisions ef an act making 
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appropriations for the Depar1!mcnt of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending Jone 30, 1908, relating to post-mortem examinations an~ inspec
tions of the carcasses and parts thereof of cattle, sheep, swme, and 
goats are hereby made applicable to carcasses, parts the~eof, and meats 
so imported into the United States from any such foreign country. 

Mr. CUl\Il\IINS. Mr. President, if the amendment the Senator 
from North Dakota has in mind does not relate to meat inspec
tion, I shall be very glad to submit my views with regard ~o 
the subject now, and have this part of it acted upon. It is 
more convenient for me to do it now than it may be when 
the paragraph is again reached. 

Mr. McCUl\IBER. I will reply to the suggestion of the Sen
ator from Iowa that the amendment I had in mind was one 
which would make this section similar to the section which 
provides for the free importation of wheat, namely, providing 
for a duty against the meats of any country equivalent to the 
auty levied by that country upon American meats, and it has 
no reference whatever to the matter of inspection. 

Mr. CU:M~IINS. I believe that meat ought not to be upon the 
free list, but if free, should be under the conditions suggested 
by the Senator from North Dakota. 

1\Ir LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President--
Th~ VICE PRESIDE1'.TT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 

to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. CUl\HIINS. I do. 
1\fr. LA FOLLETTE. I should be \ery glad, indeed, to hear 

the Senator this afternoon, if it is more convenient for him to 
address himself to this paragraph at this time than it would be 
at a later period; but I shall ask to have the paragraph passed 
over with a yiew to offering something upon the paragraph later. 
I shall be very glad, howeyer, to defer that request until after 
the Senator has spoken. 

l\Ir. CUMMINS. Very well. As there seems to be a desire 
to have it go 01er, if I am not here when tlle amendment is 
reached, I desire to have it voted upon without any argument 
on my part. 

Mr. WILLI.A.US. I do not think the Senator from Iowa 
quite understands the situation. I do not think there is any 
desire to have it go over. The desire is to ha-rn him deal with 
it now, as far as he can. . 

Mr. CUMMINS. I think there is. My· idea was, if the 
amendment I have proposed does not interfere with the amend
ment suggested by the Senator from North Dakota, to have 
the inspection part of it disposed of to-night. 

Mr. WILLIA.MS. I think we ought to do that. 
Mr. CU:M1\IINS. But I think the Senator from Wisconsin 

has it in mind, possibly, to consider that part of it. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes; but I -very cheerfully consented, 

so far as I was concerned, to the Senator proceeding this after
noon if it suits his convenience. 

Mr. CUMMINS. But I would rather defer what I have to 
say than to debate the amendment now and ha\e it -voted upon 
at some other time. 

1\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. I understood the Senator to say that 
it might not be convenient for him to be here at all when it is 
taken up again. 

Mr. CUMMINS. It may not be. 
1\Ir. LA. FOLLETTE. In that event, of course, the Senate 

would miss the opportunity to hear the Senator's views upon 
this paragraph. I am sure all of us would be very glad to 
hear them. 

Mr. CUl\I.l\IINS. I do not know whether it will be convenient 
or not. I know that I shall be necessarily absent for a day or 
two while the bill is under consideration. I shall 110pe to be 
here. But in order that Senators may know my reasons for 
the amendment I have offered, I shall \ery briefly call to their 
attention the scope of the amendment proposed by the commit
tee and the scope of the amendment I ham offered as a sub
stitute for the committee amendment. 

I do not believe meat should come into the United States 
unconditionally free; but if meat is to come to the United 
States to be consumed by the people of the United States, it 
seems to me we ought to have the same protection against for
eign meat that we have proYided against domestic meat. There 
can be no reason why we should allow the foreigner to supply 
us with disea8ed meat and exclude our own people from sup-

. plying us with the same kind of meat. It certainly cnn not 
have been in the mind of the committee to place upon the in
troduction of foreign meat into the United States !l less rigor

. ous condition than we have already attached to the introduc
tion of domestic meat into the channels of 'interstate com
merce. 

If I show fayor to one or the otller, I intend to show it to our 
own people, although I am not contending that, so far as in
spection is concerned, lliere should be any fayor shown to either. 

The purpose .of my amendment is to put the foreigner on 
exactly the same footing that we have already arranged for the 
domestic manufacturer. 

Now let us see. The amendment suggested by the committee 
reads in this way : 

Pro'l:ided, That meat and meat products brought to the United 
States shall be subject to the same inspection by the Bureau o? Animal 
Industry of the Department of Agriculture as prescribed by the act of 
June BO, 1906, for domestic cattle and meats, unless the Secretary 
of Agriculture shall be satisfied that the government of the country 
whence the meat or meat products are exported maintains and enforces 
a system of inspection equal to our own, or satisfactory to him as 

. being competent to protect the public health, in which case the certifi
cate of such government that such inspection has been made shall be 
sufficient. 

The first thought that arises in one's mind when he is ex
amining this language must be that, while we have established 
a system of ante-mortem examination and inspection with re
gard to our meat-manufacturing industries, we are about to 
allow foreign meats to enter our country without any ante
mortem examination unless it happens that the country from 
which they come has established such a system. I want the 
Senate to be perfectly clear upon that point, because I am sure 
the committee has made a mistake in the matter. 

l\fr. WILLI.A.l\IS. l\fr. President, if I understand the Sen
ator, he wants the Government of the United States to make an 
ante-mortem examination of meats in the Argentine Ilepublic 
and · in .Australia. and in Germany, and in France, and in 
Canada, and in all the balance of the world. 

Mr. CU:\IlHNS. The Senator from Mississippi is not so clear 
as he usually is, because I have not suggested anything of the 
kind, and of course I recognize the futility of suggesting any
thing of the kind. 

l\fr. WILLIAMS. I so understood him, because the Senator 
said that while we subjected our own cattle to an ante-mortem 
examination, we were not going to subject foreign cattle to that 
examination. 

l\fr. CUMMINS. Precisely; I did so say. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. And the amendment which the committee 

has offered says that these cattle shall not be admitted free 
unless-- ' 

Mr. CUMMINS. These are not cattle. This is meat. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I mean meat; that this meat, then, shall 

not be admitted free unless it has been subjected to an exami
nation the same as or equal to that to which we subject our 
cattle-that is, subjected to this examination by the government 
of the country of export before it comes-or unless the Sec.re
tary of Agriculture thinks the system of examination to which 
the cattle and meat are subjected in their own country is suffi
cient to protect the public health. 

That is the committee amenCiment, and there is no quarrel 
with it unless it be one of two things: Either that we ourselves 
should make an ante-mortem examination of the meat-of 
course you have to make it of cattle, because that is what an 
ante-mortem examination of meat necessarily is; it is cattle 
while living-or that there should be an examination of the 
viscera at the port of entry. I take it, however, that the Sena
tor does not mean that there should be an examination of the 
viscera at the port or anything of that kind. He does not want 
that. That is the system Germany invokes. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am not establishing a system. I am simply 
taking the system we already ham established in this country. 

l\fr. WILLIAMS. That is precisely what the committee 
amendment does. 

l\lr. CUl\fi\fINS. I am sure the Senator from l\fississippi is 
wrong with regard to it, and if he will review the amendment 
he will see that he is wrong. I wi11 undertake now to analyze 
it a little further. 

The paragraph, to be understood, must be read as a whole: 
Meats: Fresh beef, veal, mutton, lamb, and pork ; bacon and hams ; 

meats of all kinds, prepared or preserved, not specially provided for in 
this section: Pro,,;ided, That meat and meat products brought to the 
United States-

! pause there to say that of course they are brought here 
after the animals from which the products come are killed
sball be subject to the same inspection-

Tha t is, the meats shall be subject to the same inspection
by the Bureau of Animal Industry of the Department of Agriculture 
as prescribed by the act of June 30, 1906, for domestic cattle and 
meats- • 

This is the requirement, then, that when the meats reach 
this country they shall be subjected to the same inspection that 
we requue for our own meats, as provided in the law of 1906, 
although that law was reenacted at a later time and possibly 
changed a little. Howeyer, that is immaterial. But in this 
amendment the committee has pro-tided simply for an inspection 
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of the meat after it reaches the United States; t;hat is all. You 
have gi\en the Secretary of Agriculture authority to waive that 
r equirement in a certain contingency; and now I shall proceed 
to read further. This examination or inspection is to be made-
unles the Secretary of Agriculture shall be satisfied that the Gov
ernment of the country whence the meat or meat products are exported 
malntaifls and enforce a system of inspection equal to our own. or 
satisfactory to him us being competent to protect the public health, 
in which ca e the certificate of such Government that such inspection 
h s beei made shall be sufficient. 

uppose the Secreta.ry of Agriculture decides that the country 
from which the meat comes has no adequate system of inspec
tio-::i, what then? He then inspects the meat as it reaches the 
ports of the United States. If the meat passes the inspection 
it must be admitted into the United States, and there is no 
opportunity whatever to make an ante-mortem examination, nor 
could the authorities of tbis country require that an aute
mortem examination should be made. 

If it were true that all the protection we need against impure 
meat can be given through a post-mortem inspeetion, I should 
have no complaint to make of the committee amendment. But 
we all know-I do not know it very well except from reading 
the literature upon the subject-that there are some diseases 
against which people can not be fully protected save by ante
mortem examination or inspection. Therefore in our country, 
before an animal can be slauQ'htered in a.ny packing plant, it 
mu t be inspected alive; and if it fai1s to pass the inspection 
it is not permitted to be manufactured into food. 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. LANE] questions that. I know 
what I am speaking of, because, fortunately, I have the regula
tions before me. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Pre ident, I was merely questioning this: 
I desire to call the Senator's attention to the fact that all ani
mals brought into the stockyards are slaaghte1:ed on the same 
floor; and those which a.re diseased and unfit for human food, 
in the opinion of the inspector, are sent out to be used as ferti-
lizer. . 

Mr. CUMMINS. Certainly. 
Mr. LANE. The ante-mortem examination does not amount 

to so much. It is the post-mortem examination which is tho 
more important, and decides whether or not the meat shall be 
used for human food. 

Now I did not shake my head at the Senator to confuse him 
or dispute his statement. The other propo ition is one just as 
strong as the contention which he makes. If there is no mean~ 
-0f a~ccrtaining what form of post-mortem examinations they 
make of a meat supply in a foreign counh·y then you are in as 
great a danger a.s you are from the other contention, and it is 
equally urgent. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Of course .if it were any ailment of the 
human body I would accept the view of the Senator from Ore
gon as conclusive, but inasmuch as this refers to another kind 
of animal I must differ from him with regard to the value of 
the ante-mortem inspection. 

I repeat, Mr. Pre iden,t, there is no reason for making n 
favorite of the butcher in Argentina or the butcher in Canada. 
If we are to expose our own people to the free competition of 
the world, we certainly ought to care enough about the hea1th 
and the welfare of our own people to take exactly the same pre
cautions against dlsea ed meat when the foreigner tries to feed 
us as when our own people try to feed us. 

Mr. LANE. If the Senator will allow me just a moment 
more, I will state the point to which I wished to call his atten
tion. I did not raise it to dispute or to embarras the Senator 
in any way. 

Mr. CUMM~S. The Senator does not embarrass me in the 
least. • 

Ur. LANE. .A.nfway I do not dispute the point the Senator 
is h·ying to make. The meat of the animal, as a rule, does not 
show the effect of disease. In diseased cattle unfit for human 
food a diseased condition manifests itself in the viscera. In a 
number of cases a steer or cow will look to be fat and well 
fed and upon an ante-mortem examination would be an ideal 
subject out of which to make beef, but on a post-mortem exami
nation it is frequently found to be infected with tubercular 
tissue in the lungs and unfit for food: 

Mr. CUMMINS. I have not questioned the latter statement. 
I think it requires both an ante-mortem and a post-mortem in
spection in order to be sure that '(\·e have pure meat; and why 
in tlic world we require our own packers and butchers and our 
own farmers to submit to ante-mortem examination a.ncl do not 
require such an examination from the foreigner is more than 
I can understand. It is utterly impossible for me to conceive 
why this discrimination is made in favor of the importer of 
meat. 

Mr. GALLINGER. l\Ir. President-
Mr. OU.i\11\IJNS. I yield to the Senator~ 

Mr. ~INGER. This is a matter that greatly interests 
me. If I understand the Senator from Iowa, he is absolutely 
right in his contention. I would not interrupt the Senator, but 
would wait if I were not called out of the Chamber. 

l\Ir. CUMMINS. I am very glad to yield to the Senator. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The Senn.tor's idea is that we should in

sist that every foreign country from which meat is sent to us 
shall have substantially the same ante-mortem examination that 
we have had. 

l\fr. CUMMINS. A simple reading of my amendment will 
indicate just wha.t I desire, and my objection against substitut
ing a mere inspection aner slaughter and after · the meat has 
traveled aero s the ocean in order to reach the American shore. 

The amendment which I have proposed is: 
Tbat none of the foregoing meats shall be Imported into the United 

States from any foreign country unless and until the President, after 1 

due investigation, has found and proclaimed that the Government of 
any such foreign CQuntry bas established and is maintaining a system 
of meat inspection wblch is the substantial equivalent and is as efficient 
as the system established and mainto.ined by the laws of the United 
States in the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It seems to me, Mr. President, that that 
amendment ought to be agreed to without objection, . and we 
ought to insist that meat sent to us from abroad should be as 
carefully inspected as the meats that our own people produce. 

l\fr. CUMMINS. I supposed that it would be accepted. I 1 

did not dream that when it was known thn.t this proposal of 
the committee allowed meats to come here subject only to post· : 
mortem examination there would be objection to so strength
ening the regulation as to require that the foreign country 
should maintain the same efficient system of inspection that we 
maintain for ourselves. I 

Mr. LANE. Ur. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 

to the Sena tor from Oregon? 
Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 
Mr. LAJ."'\,"E. I wish to say to the Senatot· that I agree with 

him in his desire and wish that every possible sa!e:ruard shall : 
be thrown around it, and if this does not cover it I would be 
>ery glad to join with him in getting the best possible provision 
we can. 

l\fr. OUMMI JS. I am \ery glad to hear the Senator from 
Oregon say that. I a.m attempting to show-and it can be . 
shown so clearly that it is impossible to dispute it-that this 
doe not require more than a post-mortem inspection, and that if 1 
meats were to come in from every part of the world, from , 
countries that had no ystern of inspection, they would enter 
out· market subject only to the post-mortem examination re· 
quired by our law. 

The chief difference between the amendment proposed by the 
committee and the amendment which I have proposed is that 
if the meat do~s not come from .a country that has establi hed 
n system of ante-mortem examination it can not enter our mar
kets, and eyen after it does enter our markets then it is subject 
to the llille post-mortem inspection that we have provided for 
our own meat. With regard to the post-mortem inspections I 
hnve no quarrel at all with the amendment proposed by the 
committee. 

l\Ir. WILLI.AMS rose_ 
l\Ir. OUM.MINS. Does the Senator from :Mississippi desire to 

interrupt me? 
Mr. WILLLiUIS- No; I des.ire to read the Senator's· amend· 

ment and reply to the Senator when he get.s through. 
Mr. CUillllNS- Very well. I haye but a few words more 

to say about it. 
In the law of ~larch 4, 1907, making appropriations for the 

Agricultural Department for the year ending June 30, 1908, 
there is found this provision : 

For meat inspection: That hereafter, for the purpose of preventing 
the u e in interstate or foreign commerce, as her-eina!ter provided, or J 
meat and meat-food products which are unsound, unhealthful, un4 

\ 

wholesome, or otherwise unfit for human food, the Secretary of .Agrl· 1 

culture, at his discretion, may cause to be madeil by inspectors appointed 
for that purpose, an examination and inspec on of all cattle, sheep, ' 
swine, and goats before they shall be allowed to enter into any slaugh- ) 
tering, packing, m~t-cnnning, rendering, or similar estnbll hment in 
which they at-e to be slaughtered and the meat and meat-food products 
thereof are to be used in interstate or foreign commerce ; and all cattle, 
swine, sheep, and goats found on such inspection to show symptoms of • 
di case shall be set a}Xlrt and slaughtered separately from all other j 
cattle sheep, swine, or goats, and hen so slaughtered the carcasses 
of said cattle. sheep, swin~. or goats shall be subject to a careful exam
ination and inspt>ction, all as provided by the rules and regulations to 
be prescribed by the Secretary of Agri<:ulture, as herein provided for. . 

All that I ask is that before meat shall come from any, ; 
other country into the United States the country from which 
it is exported shall have established either this system for in· I 
spection or some other system equally efficient. If it had been 
thought that a post-mortem inspection would preserv:e the 1 

country from impure meat, there would have been no proyision 
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in the law for the ante-mortem inspection. This statute was 
passed a long time ago, and the Department of Agriculture has 
established in this country a system of inspections be:fore 
slaughter, and after slaughter another system of inspections. 
I hope the Senate will not confuse the two things. They are 
perfectly distinct. The inspections a.re carried on for the same 
general purpose, and carr ied on because one is not adequate 
:without the presen<!e of the other. 

In order to show that I want to indicate what the Depart
ment of Agriculture has done. I haYe in my hand a public 
document of the Sixty-second Congress, third session. It is a 

' letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a state
~ ment prepared by the Secretary of Agriculture showing the 
number of persons employed in meat inspection, the amount 
paid each, and so forth, for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1912. 
It is a. very comprehensive document, and indicates better than 
anything I could say just what the country is doing in order 
to prevent impure me:its from entering interstate commerce. 

I wish also to refer to a bulletin issued by the Department of 
'.Agriculture, giving instructions that are to govern the branding 
of carcasses and the primal parts of animals after they are 
slaughtered. 

I read a little of it. It is order 150, regulation 17, section 5: 
Beef carcasses.-In eacb instance the brands shall be affixed so as 

:to mark the following prima.l parts : Rounds, loinst ribs, chucks, fi~nks1 plates, a.nd briskets ; also the kidney fat and coa fat. Other pr1mai 
parts may be marked if cequired by local conditions. 

Then proceeds the same kind of regulation with regard to 
·calf carcasses, sheep carcasses, shipper pigs, and hog carcass~s. 
:canners, and so forth. 

I have mentioned these thing.a in order to show that there are 
two branches of this great preventive system: First, the ante
mortem inspection, and second, the post-mortem inspection; 
and the committee, unfortunately, has provided for the intro
duction of foreign meats upon a post-mortem examination only. 

I repeat that because I do not believe it is generally under
stood by my friends on the other side that . there is an attempt 
here to favor the foreign manufacturer of meats as against the 
home manufacturer of meats. 

I, of course, do not expect the activities of the United States 
to extend to any foreign country, but it is within the power of 
any foreign country to establish just as efficient a system of 

. inspection as we have, and my amendment is that unless it is 
so done and unless the President is so advised and unless he 
issues his proclamation accordingly, no meats can come in from 
that country, and even after that examination is had and the 
meats come here, then they ought to pass the same inspection 
precisely that our meats pass after slaughter and before they 
are shipped in the way of commerce. 

This being accomplished, we have treated the foreign manu
facturer exactly as we have treated the home producer of 
meats; and unless we do exclude meats from countries that 
have no such system we will have given a premium to the 
packers of Argentina and the packers of Canada. in their effort 
to supply the people of this country with meat. 

While I do not think it is a sound economic proposition, I am 
·conscious of a good deal of sympathy with the desire to supply 
the people of the country with the necessities of lite at the 
lowest possible cost; but there is no economy in supplying the 
people with impure meat, and there is no justice in giving a 
bounty upon the importation of meat. At least treat our own 
people as though they were entitled to the same consideration 
that we are endeavoring to extend to the people of other coun-
tries. · 

Mr. PAGE. Before the Senator takes his seat-
Mr. CUMMINS. I yield to the Senator. 
l\Ir. PAGE. I should like to ask him it' it is not a fact that 

after diseased cattle haye been slaughtered it is possible to so 
far remove the indication of disease that the inspector would 
find it impossible to detect it ? 

Mr. CU:l\IMINS. I did not intend to enter into the technical 
part of it, but there are diseases that can be detected by an 
ante-mortem inspection that can not be detected at all in the 
meat after slaughter. That is the very purpose of the ante
mortem inspection. I assume that if there were attached here 
a condition that all meats should be accompanied with the 
viscera of the animal out of which the meats come there might 
be an additional protection, but that of course is absurd, and 
we have the meat here in the carcass, chilled or frozen. The 
.way the meats will come into the United States will be either 
chilled or frozen, depending upon the distance over which the 
meats travel, and when they thus reach the United States, 
although the animals from which iliey were made may have 
been so diseased that · the meats are utterly unfi t for human 
food, the inspector here will be oftentimes incapable of detect
ing or exposing that disease. 

If the Senate desires to encourage that sort of thing, I shall 
have to revise my opinion of my very good friends upon the 
other side. I do not think they want to do anything of the sort. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President--
Mr. CUMMINS. I yield to the Sena tor from Oregon. 
Mr. LANE. I wish to confirm the statement of the Senator 

from Iowa. An examination of fibers and muscles will not show 
whether the animal has been diseased; but in ·rnry few cases 
will it show the indications of disease. The Senator is right. 
The presence of the disease can be ascertained by an examina
tion of the animal before it is slaughtered and by an examina
tion of the viscera after it is slaughtered; the more important, I 
think, is the examination of the viscera. We should require 
both. 

Mr. CUUl\IINS. Mr. President, I hope that this will not be 
looked upon on the other side of the Chamber as a hypercritical 
suggestion upon my part. This is real. We all know that vast 
expense has been incurred in the effort to secure pure meat and 
if we allow our foreign rival to escape a part of that expense
the expense involved in these investigations-he wlll bring his 
meat here under unfair conditions and without regard to the 
effect upon the public health. · 

I therefore submit this amendment, reasserting that the chiet 
difference between it and the amendment proposed by the com
mittee is that in mine whatever system is in force in the United 
States as to ante mortem inspection its equivalent must be 
found to exist in the country from which the meats come; as 
to inspection after arrival in America, there is no substantial 
difference between the committee amendment and my own. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, the fatal errors about the 
Senator's amendment are, in my opinion, twofold: First, he 
gives no credence at all to the certificate ot any country where 
a system of inspection is mai.Iltained identical with or equal to 
ours. We have been making the welkin ring with our com
plaints of foreign governments not accepting our certificates as 
sufficient evidence of the fact of the proper inspection, ante 
mortem and post mortem, of our meat. 

The next defect in the Senator's amendment is that, no mat
ter whether the foreign country has a system of inspection equal 
to ours or not, he proposes to subject the meat, after it arrives 
here, to a reinspection by the officers of this Government, even 
in the case of countries which have a system of cattle and meat 
inspection fully equal to our own. 

What is the consequence? Some of the .meats are brought in 
cans, some of them are imported in barrels, and they can not be 
reinspected except by uncanning and unbarreling. 

The Senato:t seems to have misunderstood the committee 
amendment. He seems to think that the foreign system of in
spection, to which the committee refers, is simply post-m9rtem 
inspectio~ whereas the very language of the committee amend
ment is to the contrary. I read it: 

Provided1 That meat and meat products brought to the United States 
shall be suoject to the srune inspection by the Bureau of Animal Indus
try of the Department of Agriculture as prescribed by the act of Jun& 
30, Hl06, for domestic cattle and meats-

That refers to the inspection of the meat. Then this follows: 
Unless the Secretary of Aglicnlture shall be satisfied that the gov

ernment of the country whence the meat or meat products are exported 
maintains and enforces a system of inspection-

Inspection of what? Why, both of cattle and meats
eqnnl to our own. 

Because up aboYe it says that meat shall be subject to the 
same inspection as is "provided by the act of June 30, 1906, 
for domestic cattle and meats." 

Now, the language is: 
Unless the Secretn:ry of Agriculture shall be :>atis fi ed that the gol"

ernment of the country whence the meat or meat products are exported 
maintains and enforces a system of inspection-

Not the inspection of meat merely-
cqnaJ to our own, or satisfactory to hlm as being competent to protect 
the public health. 

And so forth. 
In which· €'.ase, under the comity of nations, a system of in

spection equal to our own there existing, or a system of inspec
tion satisfactory to the Secretary of Agriculture as representing 
our Government,. so as to avoid making it maintain a system 
identical with ours, which they probably would not wan!" to 
do-they have their own notions and it might go further than 
ours-then, in that case, under the comity of nations, the cer
tificate of the government of the country whence the meat is 
imported to this country shall be accepted as sufficient, just as 
we insist that our certificale of the fact that our meat has been 
inspected shall be accepted as sufficient. 

Another defect about the Senator's amendment is that after 
the Senator once finds a country which has a system of cattle 
and meat inspection to suit him, then he lets all meats come in 
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from that country, whether they haye been actually inspected 
b:v the Government or not, because he does not require the cer
tificate of that GoYernment to accompany the meats. For ex
ample, there is any amount of meat killed in the United States 
which is neYer inspected by the Federal GoT"ernment. Therefore 
the countries over there demand not only that we shall have a 
competent system of inspection, but that the certificate of the 
Government to the fact that the meat has been inspected shall 
accompany the importations of it into those countries. Under 
the Senator's amendment, after you had once got yourself satis
fied and the Pre ident had proclaimed that the system of in
spection in the foreign country '\Yas sufficient, then the meat 
could be sent here without a certificate. It might be meat .which 
had not undergone inspection. 

Mr. President, if, to " make assurance double sure," the Sen
a tor has any doubt about the system of in pection in the foreign 
country co,ering cattle as well as meat, if he has any doubt 
about my conclusions being right, that the inspection refers back 
to the act of June 3-0, 1906, and to the language "cattle or meat," 
that can be cnred by putting in the words "of cattle and meat," 
following the word "inspection," in line 23, so that it would 
read: 

Unless the Secretary of Agriculture shall be satisfied that the Govern
ernment of the country whence the meat or meat products are exported 
maintains and enforces a ystem of cattle and meat inspection-

Instead of merely a "system of inspection "-
equal to our own, or satisfactory to him as being competent to protect 
the public health, in which case the certificate of such Government that 
such inspection has been made shall be sufficient. 

If there is any defect in this committee amendment at all, it 
is that there might be added to it the words "and no meat un
der any circumstances hall be imported without the certificate 
of the country whence it was exported. 

l\Ir. CUMMINS. 1\Ir. President, I am inclined to think that 
the criticism of the Senator from Mississippi upon my amend
ment with regard to the necessity of a certificate accompanying 
the meat is sound. I think it. ought to ha-ve that provision in 
it, and before the amendment is Yoted upon I will modify it in 
that way. I had not thought of that particular point. 

Mr. WILLI.AMS. Now, Mr. President--
Mr. CUMMINS. If the Senator will wait a moment--
Mr. WILLIAMS. I am willing for this paragraph to be 

pas ed over, and the Senator and I can get together, or the 
Senator and the subcommittee can get together, and we can 
<lmw an amendment ·that will satisfy us both, I suppose. 

Mr. CU~I.UINS. Just a moment before we do pass it over. 
Let us not obscure the issue. Under the amendment of the 
committee meats could come here from a country having no 
ystem of inspection at all of any kind, and we must accept 

those meats if they pass the post-mortem inspection provided 
for in the amendment. That is the thing I desire to avoid. I 
want those meats to come here, if they come at all, fi'om a 
country with a system of ante-mortem examination. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, let us see if we understand each 
other. Does the Senator want to fix it so that no meat can be 
imported from Mexico? 

l\fr. CUl\ll\HNS. Well, I have not particularized as to coun
tries. I know that we do this thing in order to protect our peo
ple from our own manufacturers, and I assume that we ought 
to require the same thing of a foreign manufacturer. 

Mr. WILLIA.MS. Mr. President, one other point and I shall 
cease talking. There seems to be an impression in the minds of 
some Senators that this amendment here is to provide for the 
inspection of cattle. That is provided for under the existing 
law, which applies not only to cattle in interstate commerce but 
to cattle in foreign commerce as well, and the Department of 
Agriculture has a very rigid inspection of live cattle brought 
into the country. That, however, has nothing to do with this 
amendment, but I found that idea in the minds of some of the 
Senators and I wanted to dissipate it. That is under a different 
law. I do not think the Senator's amendment is as good as the 
committee amendment. It may be that the committee amend
ment might be strengthened, and I am perfectly willing that it 
shall go back to the committee for that purpose, and I shall be 
\ery much pleased at any time to call the subcommittee to
gether and have the Senator appear, and we will sit as a sub
committee and concoct an amendment that will be satisfactory. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I will be glad to attend in answer to any 
summons of that kind. 

l\Ir. McCUMBER. Mr. President, as I will undoubtedly sub
mit an amendment to this particular paragraph, I desire to 
present it now, so that it may be considered by the commit
tee. I would prefer, if it were possible, that a duty should be 
levied equal in amount to the duty le>ied by any other co~try 
upon our meats; but I am· inclined to think that would be in 

conflict with the favored-nation clause of some of our treaties 
and hence that we would ha>e to be specific in the general law'. 
I present the amendment with the statement that I will ·ask for 
a vote on it during the consideration of tile particular para
graph. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 142, at the end of line 2G, it is pro
posed to add the following pro>tso : 

P1-ovided f1trther, That any of the foregoing specified articles shall 
b: ~ubject to a ~nty of 20 per cent ad valorem when imported, directly 
or rndlrectly, fr_om . any country, dependency, or other subdivision of 
r~t1J~il:atst'!f~;~ imposes such a duty on such articles imported from 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Sen
ator from Iowa whether the act of June 30, 1906, referred to 
provides for ante mortem inspection? 

Mr. CUMMINS. It does. The act of June 30, 1906, is the 
agricultural appropriation bill for that year, and the part of it 
relating to inspection is practically, if not exactly, reproduced 
in the appropriation act of March 4, 1907, and is the present 
law upon the subject. It does provide for ante-mortem in
spection. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. In what respect does the act of 1908 
differ? 

l\lr. CUMMINS. There is no difference; the two are sub
stantially identical. 

l\fr. Sil\Il\IONS. I ask that the Secretary proceed wit11 the 
reading of the bil1. 

Mr. NORRIS .. Mr. Pre ident--
Mr. SIMMONS. I understand that action is not desired on 

the pending paragraph this afternoon. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have asked that that paragraph go 

over. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I understood that the Senator from North 

Dakota [Mr. MCCUMBER] and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
LA FOLLETTE] had asked that it be considered hereafter. 

Mr. NORRIS. Before the paragraph goes over, I desire to 
make an observation. I should like the attention of the senior 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. In regard to this 
particular proviso 1 think the words commencing at the end 
of line 23, "or satisfactory to him as being competent to pro
tect the public health," ought to be stricken out of the provi o. 

It strikes me that, containing these words, the proviso cer
tainly gives to the foreign shipper of meats an advantage over 
the producer in this country. It is set forth in the beginning 
of the proviso : 

That meat and meat products brought to the United States shall be 
subject to the same inspection by the Bureau of Animal Industry of 
the Department of .Agriculture as prescribed by the act of June 30, 
1906, for domestic cattle and meats, unless-

Here are the two exceptions-I ha\e no fault to find with the 
first one-

Unless the Secretary of .Agriculture shall be satisfied that the Gov
ernment of the country whence meat or meat products are exported 
maintains and enforces a system of inspection equal to our own-

It seems to me that is all right: I do not see how anyone 
coula find fault with that; and, if it ended there, I would have 
no criticism to make. That is one exception. Here is the otller 
one, and these are the words that I think should be stricken 
out: 

Or satisfactory to him as being compet ent to protect the public 
health. 

In our law there is no such exception existing. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; but we make our own law. 
Mr. NORRIS. I understand that. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. The purpose of that was this: We can not 

enforce identity of legislation-- -
Mr. NORRIS. I understand that. 
Mr. WILLIAl\IS. And so we are compelled to lense it to 

somebody to determine when different legislation is competent 
to accomplish the purpose which we wish, which is to protect 
the public health, and in that event we thought the Secretary 
of Agriculture was the proper person to determine it. 

Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator will listen a moment, I think 
that situation is completely met by the first exception, namely, 
that the inspection law of the foreign country must be equal to 
our own. It does not have to be identical, and nobody is con
tending that it should be. Let us take, for in tance, a producer 
of meats here-

Mr. WILLIAMS. One moment. It says " the same," and 
then it says "equal to," and then it says "shall be satisfactory 
to the Secretary of Agriculture." 

.Ur. NORRIS. That is what I am going to di. "USS. 
Mr. WILLIAl\IS. Suppose tllere was some provi •ion in our 

law that was not of any very great imI_Jortance and the foreign 
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country nad 'the remainder of the 1aw_, but did not have that 
particular prcnision., it would not be equal to ours, would it7 

l\!r. NOU.RIS. If the Secretary of Agriculture found that 
the foreign la W rof inspection was >equal to {)UTS, e-ven though 
it had something ours did no,t bave or ·omitted oomethlng that 
ours did have, he would have the right to admit the meats, 
e>en though the ianguage I want stricken out was stricken out. 
[Jet us take our own people, and suppose we have -a Secretary 
of Agriculture who has an idea of meat inspection that does 
not come up to the prescribed rule laid down by the law of 

;()ongress-we may 'hav.e such a Secretary at some time; and I 
say that withotit intending to east ·any reflection upon any 
Secretary of .A.g1iculture--there may be a difference between 
honest men's minds as to what .the d.nspecticm 'Should be, but 
in this country we have provided 'by law what that inspection 
.shall be; and the Secretary of Agricultur~ will enforce that 
law, even though he thinks the law is "too .severe. -That -applies 
to e>erybody in this .country who produces meat products nnd 
puts them into interstate commerce. 

With the foreigner, how.ever, it w.ou1d be different. The Sec
retary would then say: "You hav.e net complied with our law 
<>ver there, but so fax as my judgment is concerned your law is 
;good -enough, and I will 1et it :go through,'' -and with this runend
ment he would have a right to do it. In this country they 
must eomp1y with a 'law that we have laid down. That would 
gi rn to the foreigner the :right to come in if the Secretary was 
.willing that he should do so, whether he had an inspection law 
that was equal to our own or not. That is a discrimination 
that I do not believe the Senator ants to make. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Our intent, at any rate, was tllat whether 
their in pection law was equal to ours or not, e-ven if in -0ur 
opinion it was not so good a system of inspection as ours, still 
if in the opinion of the Secretary of Agricu1tUTe it was n system 
competent to protect the public health the meat should be 
nllowed to come in for the use of the American people~ 

It is not the easiest th'ing iB the world, you know~ to do what 
we are trying to do here. Nations have been quarreling .for I 
do not know how maRy years a.bout the abstract proposition, 
which does not disturb anybody's peace or comfort, .as to what 
degree of longitude is to be taken as a beginning in making 
maps. They hav:e never a.greed about it yet. 'They can not 
agree about an equal unit cf coinage; and they neYer will make 
statutes that are equal to one another upon the subject of meat 
inspection. 

One will be superior, in the opinion of. a foreign country, and 
ours will be superior in our <>Pinion. Ht1t who is going to judge 
of the quality? 'I'his language was put in here afterwards for 
the >ery purpose which seems to ·strike the Senator as bein_g a 
discriminaUon against -0ur o~".ll -people. It is not, because if 
Congr.ess ·changed -our p1•esent inspection laws it might change 

. them for the worse. 
Mr. NORRIS. Why, of course. 
l\fr. WILLIAMS. The system might not be so good as it is 

now. 
Mr. NORRIS. And it might make them better; but Congress 

has the right to do that, .and the ·Secretary of Agriculture bas 
not. 

Mr. WILL.LA.MS. But we have conferred upon the Secretary 
of Agriculture, in all of our domestic quarantine laws -and-e\:ery
thing else, most exhaustive powers. 

1\1i·. NORRIS. E:irnetly; but we haT"e not conferred on him 
in this particular line the right to say whether or not meat pro
duced .in this country ~hich applie for .admission into inter
state eommeree hall .go into iinterstate .commeree. We nave 
prescribed by law when it shall go in and when it shall stay out. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, we prescribe by law to o:nr 
own citizens a certain inspection, because we have the sovereign 
power to do it. We can not pTescribe to foreign nations, under 
any comity of nations that exists anywhere. that they shall 
adopt certain Uegislation. · 

Mr. NORRIS. Nobody contends that. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. A.11 we bn.ve a right to do is to say that 

for the ipurpose which we have in view, to wit, the proteetion 
of the people of America m their public health against -diseased 
or bad meats or meats 'hicb have not been subjeeted to an 
inspection sufficient to satisfy us that they ru·e not danger.ous, 
they shall no.t be included .among tlle meats admitted free under 
this paragrapll. 

By the way, we did not draw :up this paragraph by ourseh'es 
in 10 minutes. We took some little thought about il, and we 
consulted the Burean of Animal Industry a-bout it. We .ha\e 
not a_cted like children at play at alL So when we got through 
we did not .stop where the Senator wants us to stop, beca_u e 1t 
occurred to us that there still might be nations that had inspec
tion laws which were not so good as ours, in our opinion at 

·any rate. And yet whieh, in the opinion of the Secretary of 
Agriculture-for the Tight to giTe the opinion bad to be lodged 
somewhere-were of such a chaTacter as to protect the public 
health of the American people from bad meat. 

Mr. NORRIS. Does the Senator mean to say that hIB commit
tee had the intention of ~dmitting meat from foreign countries 
where the inspection was not so good as is required of our own 
people to ·get their meat into interstate commerce? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. .Absolutely, pro\'"ided it was good enough to 
.satisfy the Secretary of Agricultur.e that the meat coming from 
there wonld not injure our :people. 

Mr. NORRIS. Of course, then, the Senator has undertaken 
to do -exactly wbat he has done. 

l\'Ir. WILLIA.l\iS. Yes. 
l\fr. NORRIS. He has pr<Jvided here that meats that come 

from a foreign cotmtry need not bear so critical an inspection as 
meats that are produced in this country, provid~d the Secretary 
-of Agrieulture is of the 'Opinion that it would not hurt anybody 
to eat them. 

Mr. WlLLIAl\1S. Or prbvided the Secretary of .Agriculture 
is of the frpiniffll that the system of inspection they have is good 
enough to protect the public health. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; that it is ;good enough to protect the 
public health. Let .me call the Senator's attention to this ·eon
dition: .Suppose a bill were brought in here, and were up for 
·Consideration to-day, that would change all the law we haTe on 
the subject by simply substituting for 1t these woTdS: 
Tha~ no meat proauced in the United States .shall be permitted .to 

enter mto interstate commerce unless it has been inspected in such a 
way that it is satisfactory to the Secretary of Agriculture aB being 
ceompetent to :protect the public .health. 

Do.es the Senator suppose we wuuld pass a 1aw of that kind? 
Yet that is the kind .of law~~ -axe going to J>aB , if we IJ3.SS this 
bill, with regard to meat -eoming i'rom a foreign .country. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. We would not pass such a law, fo-r the 
very simple reason that must be ·plain ·and palpable and obvious 
to anybody-that we, as a Congress, ha-ve the power to -prescribe 
the exact :regulations which we de3ire; and therefore it would 
be stupid, or it would be .cowardly, one or the other, to pe-rmit 
the Secretary of Agriculture to ·aet a:s the . legi luture in (}Ur 
stead. But we have no legislative power abroad. 

Mr: NORRIS. Why, of coutrse not; but you ar.e g-0ing to 'let 
the "Secretary of Agriculture be the legislatlll'e as far as im
ported meats are -00ncerned. It is true that we .can not legislate 
for foreign eolllltries. We can 1egislate for our own, h-0wever; 
and we can provide by law rules and regulations that most be 
complied with by the foreigner before he is permitted te bring 
his products into this country. That is what we ought to .do. 

Mr. WILLIA.MS. There is no d-0ubt .about that; and ~·e could 
provide in tbls Tery act, if we chose, that no meat should be 
admitted into America at all unless the country whence it was 
1mpo.rted had adopted in its exaet language the law of the. 
United States. 

Mr. N-ORRIS. I understand tbat. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Hut that was not the intention of tbe 

.committee, and that is why the committee did not do it. 
Mr. NORRIS. And that is not my intention. I woulcl nut 

want to have the committee do that. I think you have gone as 
far as you ought to go when you make the first exception, and 
say that unless the Secretary of Agriculture shall be satisfied . 
that the government -0f the country whence the meat OT meat 
products a.re expo:rted makes ·and ~nforces a system -0f inspec
tion -equal to -om· own we will not regard it as sufficient. 

'Mr. LODGE. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Do-es the Senator from .1. Tebra ka 

yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. NORRIS. Certainly. 
Mr. LODGE. I simply wanted t-0 suggest to the Senn.tor that 

other countries ha:v-e compelled us in the past to make· regu
lations satisfactory to them by ex.eludiilg our meats at times, 
as we all know. We have had -great contro>ersies with Ger
many, 11.Ild also at one time witll England, as to the regulations 
go>erning the inspection -of our .m~ats. 

This amendment, if the Senator will JJardc0n me a mDment, 
contains two antagonistic pro:positl.on.s. One is that the for~ign 
system -shall be, in the judgment ~f the Secretary_, whieh we 
must inn>ke, .equal m efficiency to ouT own. The other p:racti
eruJy wipes out that proviSion, and says that any system which 
the Secretary thiaks is competent to maintain the public 
health shall be aeeepted. 

1\1r. WARREN. May I ask the Senator :from Massachusetts a 
question? I will not ask him what the regulation is now, but 
has not England Clemanded of us .a. great deal of the time that 
'Our bogs, sheep, and -cattle sh~ll go there alive and be slaugh
tered in England rather than taken in there as meat7 
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Mr. LODGE. Certainly. We have had many controversies 
about it; we have had to satisfy them as to the character of our 
inspection and regulation, and there is no reason why they 
should not satisfy us. · 

~fr. WILLIAi\IS. Well, they do. 
Mr. LODGE. I say satisfy us-satisfy the law that Con

gress passes, not the Secretary. 
i\lr. WILLIAMS. In reference to what the Senator from 

Wyoming has just said, of course some of tllese nations, de
sirous of prohibiting the entry of American meat, and not 
desirous of· saying so in so many words, went to very great 
extremes. Germany demanded an inspection of the viscera, 
because she knew it was practically an impossibility, and there
fore prohibited our meats. She had a right to do that. We 
would h~r-re a right to say here, if we wanted to, that that 
should be done, of course; but we do not want to. We are not 
trying to make this provision impracticable of administration.. 
We are trying to get meat for the American people from abroad 
free of duty, but at the same time. we are trying to take every 
proper measure to see that it is hea-lthful. 

.Mr. LODGE. Germany was obliged to abandon· those ex
treme positions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand; I was simply illustrating 
how that would be. 

1\!r . . WARREN. Not only have we done that, but we ha·rn by 
legislation provided for our own people a very exacting law and 
regulation. I assume the Senator from Mississippi and his pai·ty 
expect that we shall be as particular as to the meat from other 
countries as we are with the packers in our own country who 
are delivering food to us across State lines. 

1\fr. WILLIAMS. I have no fear that the Secretary of Agri
culture will ever admit meat from a country that does not 
e$tablish a system that protects the public health. 

Mr. CUMMINS. l\Ir. President--
The VICE PRESIDE..:.~T. Does the Senator from Nebraska 

yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
l\Ir. NORRIS. I yield. 
Mr. CU1\fl\IINS. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will not 

lose sight of the fact that the part of the committee amendment 
fo which he has referred relates only to the admission of meats 
upon a certificate, and without any examination on the part of 
this country. I have not objected to that part of the amend
ment so much as I ha\e to the other, which admits meats into 
this country without any ante-mortem inspection. 

1\Ir. NORRIS. Of course I was not discussing the Senator's 
amendment. 

.Mr. CUl\fl\IINS. I did not know whether it had caught the 
eye of the Senator from Nebraska. 

l\fr. NORRIS. I understood, of course, the Senator's argu
ment; but this particular amendment applies to an entirely 
different point. 

~fr. CUMMINS. The proviso there, or the subsequent part of 
the amendment, simply allows meats to come in without any 
home examination provided the Secretary of Agriculture finds 
there is a foreign system of inspection something like our own . 

.l\Ir. NORRIS. Ile does not even need to find that it is some· 
thing like our own if it satisfies him. 

. Mr. CUMMINS. No; something like our own, or what he 
thinks to be sufficient to protect our people. 

1\fr. NORRIS. Ile may, as a matter of fact, know, and it may 
be public knowledge, that it has not any resemblance to our 
system of inspection. It may be nowhere near so good. If the 
man who happens to be Secretary of Agriculture thinks it is 
good enough, he can issue an order that will permit meat from 
that country to come in on the certificate of the Government of 
the country that it has made the inspection which he has said, 
in his judgment, is good enough. 

l\fr. SHERMAN. 1\Ir. President, may I make an inquiry? 
The VICE PRESIDE~T. Does the Senator from Nebraska 

. yield to the Senator from Illinois? 
1\Ir. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. SHER IAN. I wish to clear up my mind on one point 

as to this amendment, or either amendment. Will meats bear
ing a foreign certificate thereby become incapable of being ex
cluded from the port of enh·y if they have spoiled in transit? 

T have known of a good many cases where meat at the initial 
point of shipment was all right, but at destination it was not. 
If it comes to our port with a foreign certificate, under this 
paragraph, as written, will it or not be admitted? I! it comes 
from a government whose system of inspection has been ap
proved by the Secretary of Agriculture-and on that I am 
mak:ing no que tion-it comes bearing a foreign certificate, 
but "°hen it rcncl.u:•s the port of entry here it may have been 
spoiled in trnnsit, from Ynrious cnu es, such as defectiye re-

frigeration, climatic causes,- defects in the construction of the 
vessel, storms, and the like. That frequently happens in 
transit. 

After the meat has received its certificate from a foreign 
government, is it not, under that certificate, proper to admit it, 
unct would it not be admitted? 

Mr. NORRIS. l\lr. President, while the Senator's question 
has no bearing on the point that I was making in regard to this 
particular am~ndment, it seems to me clear, since he has pro
pounded the query to me, that the certificate of the foreign 
GoYernment would go only to show, and would be evidence only 
to show, that the ii;ispection provided for by the foreign country 
had been made in regard to the particular meat in question. It 
might be excluded for other reasons, of course. The point I 
make on this amendment is tllat if_ we pass this pro\'iso wit4-
out any change we provide one rule and one law for American 
meat in interstate commerce and an entirely different one that 
may be less exacting when the meat comes from a foreign. 
country. 

I de ire to offer and have pending for the consideration of tlie 
committee or the Senate when this paragraph is taken up, a-s 
I understand it is going over, an amendment to strike out the 
words commencing with the word " or," in line ~3. and ending 
with the word "health," in line 25. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out of the committee 

amendment, commencing on line 23, page 142, the following 
words: 
he~fu~atisfactory to him as being competent to protect the public 

l\lr. WILLIAMS. l\Ir. President, I wish to offer an amend
ment to be pending when this paragraph comes back. I want to 
give notice of it now, so as to have no doubt about the point I 
make. After the word " inspection " I moye to in ert the v.ords 
"of cattle and meat." 

I do that so that there will be no doubt of tile character of 
the inspection . . 

l\lr. CUl\11\IINS. .l\Iay I ask the Senator from ~lississippi jnst 
where that will come in? 

1\fr. WILLIAl\fS. Right after the word "inspection." 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am sure that our friends 

on the other side feel that we haye made good progre s to-day 
1n the consideration of the bill. 
- Mr. KERN. Will the Senator yield to me for a certain mo

tion? 
l\fr. GALLINGER. It is 6 o"clock, and I would be glad to 

yield . 
Mr:"' KERN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to, and (at 6 o'clock p. m.) the Sennte 

adjourned until Monday, August 25, 1913, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

SENATE. 
MoNDAY, August ~5, 1913. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettymnn, D. D . 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was rend and 

appro-r-ed. 
CALLING OF THE ROLL. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quo
rum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an· 

swered to their names : 
AshurSt Gallinger :Martine, N. J'. Smith, Ariz. 
Bacon Hughes Nelson Smith, Ga. 
Bankhead James Norris Smith, S. C. 
Borah Johnson O'Gorman Smoot 
Brady Jones Oliver Sterling 
Brandegee Ken.:ron Overman Stono 
BL·istow Kern Page Suthe1•land 
Bryan La Follette Perkins Swanson 
Chamberlain Lane Pittman 'l'homas 
Chilton Lea Pomerene 'l'hompson 
Clapp Lewis Ransdell Tillman 
Clark, Wyo. Lippitt Robinson Townsend 
Clarke, Ark. Lodge Sheppard Vardaman 
Cummins Mccumber Sherman Walsh 
Fall McLean Shively Weeks 
Fletcher Martin, Va. Simmons Williams . 

Mr. SHEPPARD. l\Iy colleague [l\fr. CULBE:RSO~] 1s unavoid
Rblv absent. He is paired with tlle Senator from Deln ware [Mr, 
nu PONT]. This announcement runy st1mcl for tlle tlny. 

Mr. JAUES. I wish to nunopnce thnt my collengno [l\Ir, 
BRADLEY] is detained from pre. cnee hero by ren 01\ of i llnesfi!, 
He has a general pair with Urn cuntor from Inc.lltrn.:t [:Ur, 
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